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Current Topics. 


Mr. Justice BuckLty announced on Wednesday that he would 
shortly commence the trial of twenty King’s Bench Division 
non-jury actions which were about to be transferred to him. 





WE print elsewhere a letter from a firm of solicitors relating 
to the new system which has been recently introduced at 
Somerset House. Formerly, as we all know, by means of a 
personal application, ordinary accounts in respect of death duties 
could be passed in from one to three days; the officials, where 
necessary, aiding the solicitor with suggestions and opinions on 

ints of doubt. Now all applications to the office, and replies 

y the office, must be made by letter, and the result is intoler- 
able delay. As our correspondents say, it may take a fortnight 
at least to obtain an answer from the office to a simple question on 
a claim for succession duty ; letters to the office are sometimes not 
even acknowledged, and, as a correspondent of the Zimes has stated, 
payment of duty on an wollen tater receipt cannot be made 
within fourteen days, and on a question of the re-assessment of 
interest on a residuary account, six weeks elapse and no assess- 
ment is made. Complaints are heard on all hands of the delay. 
We are at a loss to ascertain how the revenue is benefited by the 
change, which involves great hardship to beneficiaries. The 
matter is one as to which the intervention of the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society seems to be eminently desirable, and 
we hope that our readers will send to us or the society instances 
of delay which come within their knowledge. 





THE FOLLOWING are the particulars of the thirteen new ig 
Counsel, whose names reached us last week too late for 
comment : Sir Kenzrm Epwarp Diesy, K.O.B., late Permanent 
Under-Secretary at the Home Office, called 1865; Mr. Atragp 
Doveras Aprran, O.B., Legal Adviser to the Local Government 
Board, called 1869; Mr. Francts Reynotps Yoner Rapcuirre, 
Western Circuit, Recorder of Devizes, called 1876; Mr. Jaws 





Witttam Crark, Legal Adviser to the Board of Agriculture, 
15 
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called 1879; Mr. Cremznt Martin Lz Breton, South-Eastern | ing any trustee competent to act. They include the case when be a 
Circuit, called 1879; Mr. Henry Tuomas Kewp, North-Eastern | the trustee cannot be found, and where there is no heir » =. 
Circuit, called 1879; Mr. Gzorcz Cayer, Chancery Bar, called | personal representative of a trustee who has died intestats thoug 
1880; Mr. Witt1am James Wavon, North-Eastern Circuit, called | Strictly, neither of these cases fits the present, but the whole the pres 
1880; Mr. Recrvatp Bropre Dyke Actanp, Oxford Circuit, | section shews an intention to cover all possible cases wheres cargoes. 
Recorder of S!:rewsbury, called 1881; Mr. Epwarp Honorarvs | transfer is required from a trustee who is not available, and East. 
Lioyp, Parliamentary Bar and North Wales Circuit, called | upon the ground that the present case fell within the purview of meeare © 
1882; Mr. Arruur Cravert Saurer, Western Circuit, called] the section, Farwett, J., made a vesting order as to the The ve 
1885; Mr. Apotpm Max Lazarus Lanepon, Northern Circuit, | mortgage debt and the leasehold premises comprised in the gh | 
called 1886; and Mr. Szrymovr Cocuitt Horr Busug, Parlia- | mortgage. ieee 
mentary and Irish Bars, (K.C. in Ireland) called in England t “ 
1899. A pornt of some importance on the construction of the Poor a 
Prisoners’ Defence Act was raised this week at the Central ods o! 
THE RECENT decision of Bucxiey, J., in Re Baker (1904, 1 Ch. | Criminal Court. The Act gives committing magistrates or a 6° 
157) shews that when a forfeiture of an interest taken under a | judge power in certain circumstances to certify that a prisoner 
will has once been incurred by creating a charge upon it, it is| ought to have legal aid, and provides that in that case the THE | 
no good to try to save the situation by cancelling the charge. | prisoner ‘‘ shall be entitled to have solicitor and counsel assigned 10th ins 
In that case a testator, who died in 1896, gave his residuary | to him.” The rules to be made under the Act are not yet in step fu 
estate to trustees, upon trust to pay the income among his | operation, so it may turn out that in those rules there may be covenan 
children in specified proportions, and, as to certain of the | some provision as to the employment of counsel only. As it is, Arding 
children—a daughter and two sons—he provided that they | however, it is arguable that both solicitor and counsel must by land! 
should not have power to dispose of their shares by way | be assigned to the person if he is granted a certificate. On the expense 
of anticipation, and that in the event of either of the two|other hand, the Act only gives the prisoner who obtains a amount 
sons becoming bankrupt, ‘‘or doing anything whereby their | certificate a right to have both, and there is nothing to shew great | 
said share, or some part thereof, would become payable to or| that he may not waive his right to have a solicitor and be Divisior 
vested in some other person,” the share was to go over. | content with counsel only. Of course, if the committing justices CHANNI 
In May, 1899, an order was made for the administration | certify, a solicitor would be assigned. If, however, the judge to the 
of the estate, and in 1903 one of the sons, in forgetfulness of the | who is to try a prisoner certifies, there is probably no time to do ALvERS 
forfeiture clause, charged his interest in the estate as security | more than hand a copy of the depositions to a counsel in order by legis 
for the repayment of advances. Subsequently the attention of |that he may do the best he can for the prisoner at short parties 
himself and the lenders was called to the clause, and the charge | notice. If at the last moment a solicitor also is assigned, said: ‘ 
was cancelled. At this time the action was awaiting further | probably that gentleman will have no opportunity of doing any- very de 
consideration, so that the estate had not become distributable. | thing for his client, and his services not being required, it questio 
Reliance was placed on this circumstance in order to shew that | would be a waste of public money to retain him. In the recent if one 
the charge was cancelled in time. Nothing had, in theeventswhich | case a prisoner applied to the Recorder for legal aid. The probab 
happened, become payable tothe lenders. But Bvoxtey, J.,| Recorder thought it was a case in which such aid was covenal 
declined to allow that a forfeiture only ensued where an act | necessary, and was satisfied as to the poverty of the applicant. that E 
was done whereby part of the share was, in the events that| After consultation with the Common Serjeant, he assigned terms ¢ 
happened, paid to some other person. The test was,|counsel to the prisoner without nominating a solicitor; tenant 
whether there had been a moment of time at which|the two learned judges being of opinion that there was allowec 
the beneficiary gave some one a right to receive part of his | nothing in the Act to forbid that course. It is, however, clearly Howev 
share. Such a right had been given to the lenders, and this| the intention of the Act that a prisoner to whom a certificate is simplif 
fact was not altered because they afterwards released their right. | granted should have the full advantage of being able to tell his laid do 
Hence the forfeiture had taken effect. The case is similar to| story to a legal adviser, and be in a position to call witnesses if ments’ 
Hurst v. Hurst (21 Ch. D. 278), where a lender took a charge | thought advisable. It is only where there is no time for this nature 
on a life estate under a will, and then, on discovering that there | course to be followed, or to be followed usefully, that a counsel not ex 
was a forfeiture clause, repudiated the charge and obtained a | only should be assigned. Where he is so assigned, it is merely should 
different security. The charge had for atime been effectual, and | a case of a “dock fee” being paid by the public instead of by decisio 
consequently there had been a breach of a condition that the | the prisoner. that t¢. 
devisee for life should not ‘charge or incumber”’ his interest. “ outg: 
Ir 1s too early at present to be confident as to the effect of these 1 
; the war between Russia and Japan from a maritime point of footing 
By 4 judicious extension of the words of the Trustee Act, | view, but it looks as though the naval superiority of Japan will expen: 
1893, Farwewt, J., was able in Re General Accident Assurance | prevent the raising of many of the questions which affect the Public 
Corporation (1904, 1 Ch. 147) to apply the Act to a case which it | conduct of neutrals and the carriage of goods in neutral ships, purpo 
may safely be said was notin view when the Act was drafted. In| Had Russia promised to shew any naval strength in Eastern ¢ 
1899 certain premises were assigned by way of mortgage to the | waters, the supply of goods to Japanese ports would have been incurr 
Scottish General Fire Insurance Corporation for the residue of a| seriously affected. Although, so far as we are aware, Japan has 
term of ninety-nine years, and in 1900 the entire undertaking and | never acceded to the Declaration of Paris so as to make H 
assets of the Scottish Corporation were purchased by the General | it binding as between her and Russia and the other parties Al 
Accident Assurance Corporation. In due course the Scottish |to it, yet it may be presumed that the rules which it _— 
Corporation went into voluntary liquidation, and on the 9th of | lays down would now receive universal acceptance. It goes _ 
December, 1901, the final accounts and report of the liquidator | as far as is practicable in establishing the rule ‘‘free ships, oe 
were passed at a general meeting and four days later were filed | free goods,” and declares in. the second article that al , 
with the Registrar of Joint Stock Companies. Three months | ‘the neutral flag covers enemy’s goods, with the exception of roy 4 
later—namely, on the 13th of March, 1902, the corporation | contraband of war” ; with the correlative provision of the thi a e 
became automatically dissolved under section 143 of the Com- | article that “ neutral goods, with the exception of contraband of a 
panies Act, 1862. But meanwhile the necessity for the transfer of | war, are not liable to capture under the enemy’s flag.” _Inter- a 
the mortgage in question had been overlooked, and when attention | national law has not yet become so civilized as to forbid all ad ; 
was directed to it tuere was naturally a difficulty in discovering | seizure of private property of the enemy at sea, and consequently — @ 
a transferor. The Crown was appealed to as the keeper of bona | the only way for such property to escape risk is to be placed it - 
vacantia, but the authorities were less eager to assume the role | a neutral ship. Goods which are not contraband of war can thus mean 
of trustees than of beneficial owners, and it was not admitted | be carried in a neutral ship, though they belong to one of the ag m 
that the legal estate was in the Crown. Then recourse was had belligerents, and neutral goods can be carried in a ship of one et 
to section 26 of the Trustee Act, which enumerates various cases | of the belligerents. But the difficulty is frequently to deter hine 


where vesting orders can be made owing to difficulty in discover- mine what goods are contraband of war. There seems 
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be no doubt that both coals and provisions are contraband 
when they are intended for the use of the belligerent forces, 
though not otherwise, and hence it has become impossible at 
the present moment for Russia to contemplate the ordering of 
cargoes of coal from this country for the use of her fleet in the 
East. In respect of provisions, she will probably be able to 
secure a sufficient supply overland through her own territory. 
The question of provisions as contraband of war would have 
been of importance to Japan had things taken a different turn, 
for there are numerous cargoes of rice afloat, some of which 
resumably are intended for the use of the Japanese forces. 
ut as matters stand at present, it looks as though Japan would 
have entire control of the seas, so that she will be able to obtain 
goods of all kinds, contraband or not, with impunity. 





Tue Court of Appeal have failed in Lumby v. Faupel (Times, 
10th inst.) to take advantage of the opportunity of carrying a 
step further the work of simplifying the construction of a 
covenant to pay rates and taxes which was begun in Foulger v. 
Arding (50 W. R. 417; 1902, 1 K. B. 700). The attempt made 
by landlords to impose upon tenants, even for short terms of years, 
expenses for permanent improvements has resulted in an 
amount of litigation which has left the subject in a state of 
great complexity. When Lumby v. Faupel was before the 
Divisional Court (51 W. R. 522), both the Lord Chief Justice and 
QuANNELL, J., pointed out the desirability of putting an end 
to the confusion. ‘It certainly is high time,” said Lord 
AtverstonE, “ that, either by a decision of the House of Lords or 
by legislation, there sould be put an end to this tangle in which 
parties are placed by these various decisons:” And CHanneELL, J, 
said: “I quite agres with what my lord has said, that it is 
very desirable that, if possible, an end should be put to these 
questions. How to «io it one does not quite know, because even 
if one of these case: were taken to the House of Lords, in all 
probability some driftsman would put a new word into the 
covenant which the courts would have to deal with, and I hope 
that Parliament will not prevent parties contracting in such 
terms as they are advised.” Unfortunately in these cases the 
tenant is usually not ‘‘ advised,” or he certainly would not be 
allowed to assent to the covenant in its usual extensive form. 
However, the Divisional Court did what they could to assist the 
simplification of the matter, by following the decisions which have 
laid down the rule that the words “rates, taxes, and assess- 
ments” are to be confined to payments of a recurring 
nature which would properly be a charge on revenue, and do 
not extend to payments for permanent improvements which 
should fall on capital. Contrasted with this, there is the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in Foulger v. Arding (supra), 
that the word “ impositions” is equivalent to “duties” or 
“outgoings,” and whenever the covenant contains any of 
these words—and now “charges” has been placed on the same 
footing (George v. Coates, 88 L. 'T. 48)—the covenant includes 
expenses for permanent improvements incurred under th 
Public Health Act, 1875, und similar statutes. And for this 
purpose it makes no difference whether they are incurred by 
direct assessment by the local authority, or whether they are 
meurred by the owner in order to avoid proceedings. 


properly for the occupier to pay. But the Court of Appeal have 
given this point the go-by, and have decided the case on the 
subsidiary question that the particular expense under considera- 
tion had become a charge on the premises before the commence- 
ment of the tenancy, and hence was not within the covenant. 
Paving expenses had been incurred by a local authority under 
section 150 of the Public Health Act, 1875, and the work had 
been completed before the date of the lease, although the 
apportionment was not made, and the amount demanded, until 
after that date. It has been held, however, that it is the date 
of completion of the work which makes the expenses a charge 
on the premises (Re Bettesworth and Richer, 37 Ch. D. 535), and 
that the covenant does not extend to items of expense which at 
the date of the lease have already become a charge on the 
premises: Surtees v. Woodhouse (51 W. R. 275; 1903, 1 K. B. 
396). The tenant is not, as Srrmtive, L.J., pointed out in that 
case, liable for accrued ch any more than he is for arrears 
of rates. It is unfortunate that the existence of this secondary 
question enabled the Court of Appeal to avoid dealing with the 
point which really required decision. 





Tux Law forbids intoxicating liquor to be sold elsewhere than 
on the premises in respect of which a licence to sell is in 
existence. The meaning of the word ‘‘sell,” however, has 
given the courts a great deal of trouble. The question is, does 
‘‘sell ’ mean a contract of sale in the strictest sense, whereby 
the property in the thing passes to the buyer ; or does it include 
a contract to sell at a future time, where no property passes at 
the time of the agreement? In Pletts v. Campbell (43 W. R. 
634; 1895, 2 Q. B. 229) a brewer, who had a licence for 
the sale by retail on his premises of liquor to be 
consumed off the premises, used to send jars of beer in 
a cart to his customers once a week, The beer was brought 
in pursuance of orders given to the carter the week before, and 
was paid for on delivery. No jar was labelled with a purchaser's 
name before leaving the brewer’s premises, nor was there any- 
thing to shew that any particular jar was appropriated to any 
particular buyer until it was handed to him at his residence in 
exchange for the money. In these circumstances the High 
Court upheld a conviction of the licence-holder for selling 
beer at a house where he was not licensed to sell it— 
namely, the house of a buyer. The appellant in this case, 
learning by experience, made an important change in his mode 
of conducting business. He sent his traveller round for orders, 
with postcards already addressed to the licensed premises, to be 
filled up by the customer with a statement of the goods he 
required and to be signed by him. The postcard also contained 
an assent by the customer that goods as described should be 
appropriated to him at the brewer's premises. Proceedings, how- 
ever, were again taken against him, as reported in Pietts v. 
Beattie (1896, 1 Q. B. 519). In this case it was shewn that on 
a receipt of such a postcard six bottles of beer were placed in a 
box, to one of which bottles a label was tied bearing the 
customer’s name and address. In the box, however, were six 
other similar bottles, one of which was labelled with the name 
and address of another customer. The box was placed in a cart, 
and each lot of beer was delivered at the buyer’s house, where 


it was paid for. In this case the appellant was more fortunate 





Hap the Court of Appeal affirmed Lumby v. Faupel (supra) 
upon the ground on which it was decided in the Division 

Court, the case would have been a useful addition to the 
authorities. Having regard to the varying nature of the 
burdens which may be imposed under different statutes, the 
only way of putting the matter on a satisfactory footing seems 
to be to adhere to the broad distinction between recurring 


and capital charges. The effect of the larger words— 
“ duties,” ‘‘ outgoings,” &c.—is now clear. The tenant 
who has allowed them to get into his covenant must be 
content to bear his landlord’s burdens as well as his own, 
unless he has introduced some special qualification of their 
meaning. What was wanted in Lumby v. Faupel was an 
affirmation of the rule that the word “ assessments” is, from 
the tenant’s point of view, harmless, and that a tenant who 
covenants to pay only “ rates, taxes, and assessments ”’ will find 
himself liable for no more than the annual charges which are 


} goo 
|for the goods. A similar 
| before the court in the case of 
| case there was no postcard used ; a traveller himself taking the 
‘order at the customer’s house. The appellant’s servants were 


in his appeal; for the High Court held that there was a 
complete sale at the brewery, and an appropriation of the 
there, nothing being left but to deliver and pay 
uestion has been recently 
trickland v. Whitaker. In this 


strictly forbidden to receive any money on taking an order, or to 
deliver goods until an order had been received at the brewery, 
and passed through the books. These rules were ly 
carried out, and in pursuance of the order booked, 


| were sent by cart to the customer’s house labelled with his 
' full name and address, and were paid for by him at his door. 
‘It was held by the Preston Quarter Sessions that there 


was an executory contract for the sale of beer at the 
house of the buyer, and that an offence had been committed. 
‘The High Court overruled this decision, and held that there was 
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no evidence upon which the magistrates ought to have come to 
such a conclusion, and that the sale took place at the brewery. 
This decision ought to finally set the question at rest, though, 
of course, it is impossible to foresee what new difficulties may 
arise. It seems to be a question of fact whether or not the 
liquor is definitely appropriated to the customer on the licensed 
premises, If it is so appropriated, then, wherever the request 
to sell is made, and wherever payment is made, the sale is on the 
licensed premises and no offence has been committed against the 
licensing laws. 





In THE case of Zhe Pharmaceutical Society and the London and 
Provincial Supply Association ( Limited) (5 App. Cas. 857) the House 
of Lords, after considering the provisions of the Pharmacy Act, 
1868, which imposes a penalty on any person who sells or keeps an 
open shop for the retailing of poisons, or uses the name or title 
of chemist and druggist, not being a duly registered pharma- 
ceutical chemist, came to the conclusion that they were not 
meant to include corporate bodies, and that the defendants, a 
company registered according to the law in force, were not liable 
to an action for having infringed the provisions of the Act. 
The King’s Bench Division in Ireland have recently followed 
this decision in O’ Duffy v. Jaffe (1904, K. B. D. 27). In this 
case the defendants, who were surgeon dentists, were charged 
under the Dentists Act, 1878, with having used the name or 
description of dentists and surgeon dentists, not being duly 
qualified according to law. By section 3 of this Act a penalty is 
imposed on unregistered persons using the name of “ dentist” 
or any name implying that they are registered under 
the Act or that they are persons specially qualified to practise 
dentistry. It was proved that the defendants were a registered 
company, their object being ‘“‘to carry on the business of 
dentists and dental surgeons in such parts of the United King- 
dom as the directors shall from time to time appoint.”” Evidence 
having been given that the office of the company had over it the 
inscription, ‘‘ Jaffe Surgeon Dentists (Limited)” ; that neither 
the company nor the directors were registered in accordance with 
section 3, and that patients received treatment at the office of the 
company ; it was contended on the part of the complainant that 
the company was formed for the purpose of evading the pro- 
visions of the Act, and that, at any rate since the Interpretation 
Act, 1889, the word “person” in penal Acts included bodies 
corporate. The magistrates dismissed the complaint, subject to 
a case, and the King’s Bench Division affirmed their decision, 
holding that the word “person” in the Act was confined to 
natural persons; that section 3 must be taken to mean 
that no person capable of being registered shall use a 
name or description implying that he has been registered 
under the Act, so that it deals only with a person who can be 
registered, and there is no provision for the registration of 
a corporation or company. The object of the Act was not to 
prohibit unregistered persons from drawing or stopping teeth, 
but to provide for the registration of specially qualified persons, 
and prevent persons not registered from using names implying 
that they were registered. A corporation is not capable of regis- 
tration. We think it is obvious that the Legislature did not 

foresee that the time would come when corporate bodies would 
claim to exercise professions. 








VERY LITILE surprise can be felt at the result of the 
case of Zen Bosch and Others v. Cohen and Others, which 
came before the second division of the Court of Appeal 
on the 14th of January. The action was brought in the 
court of the Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of 
Lancaster for a declaration that the plaintiffs, as residents 
of the Pankfield Estate, Liverpool, were entitled to the benefit 
of a restrictive covenant restraining the defendant Cohen and 
the Pankfield Nursing Home (Limited) from carrying on any 
occupation which “might be considered or deemed to be a 
nuisance” on the estate, and for an injunction restraining them 
from conducting a nursing home on the estate. It was not disputed 
that the estate was a purely residential estate, and it will be 
observed that the covenant was not in the more stringent form 
to use any building on the estate “as a private residence only,” 





“carry on any occupation which may be considered or deemed ty 
be a nuisance.” The Vice-Chancellor was of opinion thg 
the nursing home was not an occupation which 
prohibited by the covenant, and refused both the declaratign 
and the injunction. The plaintiffs appealed, and contended 
that the nursing home was a “nuisance” within the meani 
of the covenant, and that the word must not be restricted t 
what might be an actionable nuisance without the covenant, 
Something was said about the risk of infection, but the 
objection made by most of the plaintiffs’ witnesses was to the 
assemblage of nurses and invalids. The court considered tha 
upon the evidence no suflicient annoyance had been proved to 
bring the case within the covenant, but only some fanciful 
distaste which would not be shared by reasonabie men. The 
courts have generally inclined to a strict construction of thog 
restrictive covenants, and considering the benefit derived from 
nursing homes in the metropolis, we cannot regret the decision 
in the present appeal. 








On the Purchase of a House by 
the Trustees of a Personalty 


Settlement. 


Tue form in 2 K. & E., p. 509, declaring the trusts of a house 
purchased for the residence for the husband and wife with 
moneys representing personalty settled by a marriage settlement, 
gives rise to some questions which, so far as we are aware, have 
not been discussed in any of the text-books. 

The form directs the trustees, at the usual request, to purchase 
a house, which is to be held on trust for sale by them with the 
usual consents, and they are directed to allow the husband and 
wife, and the survivor, to reside in the house until the sale. 

If the house is purchased and things go on smoothly, no 
difficulties will occur, but if differences arise between the 
husband and wife, so that in fact they live apart, or if part of 
the husband’s fortune is applied in the purchase, and the 
husband sells his life interest in his own fortune, or becomes a 
bankrupt, questions of some nicety may occur. 

Suppose that the husband deserts the wife: she has still the 
right to live in the house, but she may not have sufficient income 
to enable her to do so, and if her fortune was expended on the 
purchase of the house, she may have no income. In either of 
these cases she may wish tu have the house sold, but as the sale 
is to be made with the joint consent of the husband and wife, 
the husband may decline to give his consent, and thus starve his 
wife into submission. Similar remarks apply to the case of the 
wife deserting the husband, where the house was purchased 
with the husband’s fortune. 

This difficulty might be obviated by giving to the trustees, in 
addition to the trust for sale, a discretionary power of sale 
during the joint lives of the husband and wife exerciseable with 
the consent of one of them; and we suggest that some such 
addition to the common form ought to be made. 

Probably where the house is purchased, wholly or partially, 
with the husband’s fortune, and he subsequently parts with his 
life interest or becomes bankrupt, the trust to permit the wife 
to reside in the house remains in force, without any right on 
the part of persons claiming under the assignment of the 
husband’s life interest or on his bankruptcy to interfere with her. 
Where the husband takes a determinable life interest in 
remainder in the wife’s fortune, it will generally be advisable 
to make his right of residence after the death of the wife 
determinable on forfeiture occurring, and if his life interest is 
protected, to insert a discretionary power to‘the trustees enabling 
them to allow any ane or persons to reside in the house who 
are objects of the discretionary trust of the income of the wife’s 
fortune after the determination of the husband’s interest therein. 
The power may run as follows: 

“ Provided always and it is hereby agreed that if any part of the 
wife’s fortune shall be expended on the purchase of the said house, aud 


the trust hereinbefore declared in favour of the said [husband] in the 
income of the wife’s fortune shail fail or determine otherwise than by his 





but that the question arose on the construction of the words { 





death, the said trustees or trustee shall, after the death of the wife and 
such failure or determination, hold the said house on the trusts, and 
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*, Setar 
i bject to the powers and provisions, which would be applic- 
og sake if the said [husband] oe dead, but so auvesthehans thes 
during the remainder of the life of the said [husband], or during such 
shorter period, either continuous or discontinuous, as the said trustees 
or trustee shall, in their or his absolute discretion, think fit, it shall be 
lawful for the said trustees or trustee, until the said house shall be sold, 
to permit any person or persons, who shall for the time being be objects 
of the discretionary power hereinbeforecontained concerning theincome 

of the wife’s fortune, to reside therein.”’ 

The power to purchase a house for a residence is very 

erally inserted where the husband is a professional man living 
in London. There are, however, large parts of London where 
the terms under the existing leases are short ; in some cases, we 
believe, even less than twenty-one years. We have already dis- 
cussed (see an article in 47 Soxicrrors’ Journal, 248) the manner 
in which leases of this nature can, if their purchase is authorized 
by the settlement, be made fairly safe investments for trust 
funds by taking out a sinking fund policy. For the convenience 
of those of our readers who have not that article to refer to, we 
may say that a sinking fund policy is a policy whereby, in con- 
sideration of annual premiums, a certain sum is to be paid on a 
fixed day. So that, if power is given to the trustees to take out 
a sinking fund policy for the amount expended on the purchase 
of the leasehold property, payable at the end of the term, and to 
pay the premiums out of the income of the trust property, they 
will be able to secure the replacement of the amount of the 
purchase-money, and, therefore, without detriment to the trust 
property, to purchase a house held for a short term. 

It often happens that, where the term for which the house is 
held is short, the leaseholder wishes to have a longer term. This 
is commonly the case where he uses the house for the purposes 
of his profession. There is a certain amount of goodwill attached 
to a house in which a profession has been carried on for a long 
time; people are in the habit of going to the house for advice, 
and on a change of professional owners, unthinking people con- 
tinue to seek advice at the same house, although the character 
of the advice that they receive may have deteriorated by the 
change of owners. 

There are two cases for consideration as to this—(1) Where 
the ground landlord is willing to grant a reversionary lease to 
commence at the expiration of an existing lease; (2) where 
the ground landlord is willing to accept the surrender of an 
existing lease and to grant a new lease. In either case the 
ground landlord may or may not require a fine to be paid. 

In considering the powers to be inserted in the settlement to 
enable the trustees to deal with either of these cases, it must be 
remembered that it is not the practice to give to the trustees of 
a personalty settlement power to accept a lease, and that, even 
if such a power was inserted, trustees would not be willing to 
exercise it, owing to the serious liability they would incur as 
covenantors in a long lease. 

The following provisions will suffice in cases where the ground 
landlord is willing to grant a reversionary lease at a fine on the 
expiration of an existing lease: Give power to the trustee to 
advance the premium to the tenant for life, if he takes a rever- 
sionary lease, on a mortgage of the reversionary lease and a 
sinking fund policy for the amount of the fine. It will be 
observed that, as the value both of the policy and the rever- 
sionary term increases daily, the risk of this transaction is not 
very great. 

The following provisions may be inserted in a settlement 
where it is intended to enable the trustee to purchase an existing 
lease and to surrender it on the grant of a new lease: First, 
& power to the trustee to purchase a lease for any term on 
taking out a sinking fund policy for the purchase-money and 
costs of the purchase ; second, a power to surrender the lease on 
the freeholder granting a new lease to the tenant for life, on 
the latter mortgaging his new lease to the trustees as collateral 
security for the capital amount secured on the sinking fund 
policy and for interim interest on that amount and the premiums 
on the policy, 

It will be observed that, as the value of the surrendered lease 
will be taken into account in fixing the terms of the new lease, 
and as the policy, being for a short term, will rapidly increase 
in value, the risk of loss under this plan will not be great. 








Sir H. Vincent has introduced a Bill to provide for the appointment of a 
public trustee and executor. 





“Interests _Determinable on 
Bankruptcy. 


A srincuLar instance of the effect which, in the event of two 
successive bankruptcies, may be produced by a limitation over 
a settlor’s own property on bankruptcy has occurred in Re 
Johnson (1904, 1 K. B. 184). The general principle which 
forbids such a limitation as against creditors in bankruptcy 
is stated as follows in a note to Wilson v. Pf ccomn (1 
Swanst., p. 481): “The general distinction seems to be, that the 
owner of property may, on alienation, qualify the interests of 
his alienee by a condition to take effect on bankruptcy; but 
cannot, by contract or otherwise, qualify his own interest by a 
like condition determining or controlling it in the event of his 
own bankruptcy to the disappointment or delay of his creditors ; 
the jus disponendi which for the first p is absolute, being 
in the latter instance subject to the disposition previously 
prescribed by law.” 

In the case of marriage settlements this principle has been 
subjected to qualification, and the courts have not applied it 
where the effect would be to give to the creditors in the 
husband’s bankruptcy property which in substance has come 
from the wife. The operation of this qualification was con- 
sidered by Srieutna, J., in Mackintosh v. Pogose (1895, 1 Oh. 
505), where he pointed out that it had long been established that 
if husband and wife both brought property into settlement, a 
trust of the income of the wife’s property in favour of the 
husband until his bankruptcy was good, while a similar trust of 
the income of the husband’s property was bad. And even 
though the wife’s fortune was not brought directly into settle- 
ment by her, but was paid over to the husband, yet a 
trust of the income of the husband’s own property in 
favour of himself until bankru was good to the extent 
of the wife’s fortune sled y him. ‘In all cases,” 
said Woop, V.C., in Whitmore v. Mason (2 J. & H. 214), 
“‘where the court can find a definite sum which can be 
appropriated as the wife’s property, it regards it, not as the 
consideration she gives for the rest, but as the identical property 
which she contributed as her fortune upon the marriage.” 
Consequently, though it may in form be included in the husband’s 
settlement as his own property, yet the limitation over on his 
bankruptcy is treated as though it were a limitation created by 
the wife. In Mackintosh v. Pogose (supra) Srra.ine, J., applied 
the same principle to a post-nuptial settlement by the husband 
of his own property, together with property of his wife’s which 
she had allowed to pass into his hands. 

The above seems to be the only case where the limitation over on 
bankruptcy is allowed to be valid so far as regards the settlor’s 
own property. But it is still necessary for the trustee in bank- 
ruptcy who desires to avoid such a limitation to make sure that 
it is the bankruptcy, and not some previous event, which, uader 
the words of the limitation, has operated to defeat the life 
interest. In Re Detmold (40 Oh. D. 585) a marriage settlement 
of the settlor’s own propery was made, on trust to pay the income 
to himself ‘‘ during his life, or till he shall become bankrupt, or 
shall assign, charge, or incumber the said income, or shall do or 
suffer something whereby the same, or some part thereof, would 
through his act, default, or by operation or process of law, if 
belonging absolutely to him, become vested in or payable to 
some other person or persons,” and, after the determination 
of the trust in favour of the settlor, upon trust to pay the 
income to his wife during her life.” A creditor of the husband 
recovered judgment and obtained a receiver of the income 
arising under the settlement, and the husband was subsequently 
adjudicated bankrupt. The question a arose whether 
the forfeiture had taken place in favour of the wife or whether 
the forfeiture clause was void as against the trustee in bank- 
ruptey. Norru, J., took the distinction that such a clause was 
valid as regards alienation, whether voluntary or involuntary, in 
favour of an individual, and was only invalid as the 
claims of the general creditors in a bankruptcy. ‘It has been 
held,” he said, “that a gift over in the event of a voluntary 
assignment by the settlor is valid . . and I think the prin- 
ciple of those decisions applies to an involuntary alienation by 
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operation of law in favour of a particularcreditor. . . . The 
limitation of the life interest to the settlor was validly determined 
by the fact that, in consequence of the order appointing the 
receiver, he ceased to be entitled to receive the income. This 
took place before the commencement of the bankruptcy, and 
therefore the forfeiture is valid as against the trustee in bank- 
ruptcy.” 

An instance of a similar limitation occurred in Re Brewer's 

Settlement (1896, 2 Ch. 503), but it was there held that under 
the circumstances there had been no forfeiture of the life 
interest prior to the bankruptcy. Consequently the life interest 
was in existence on the happening of the bankruptcy, and being 
unaffected by the forfeiture clause, it passed to the trustee in 
bankruptcy. In the present case of Re Johnson, a settlor in 1895 
assigned property to trustees in trust to pay him the annual 
income until he was declared bankrupt. Thereupon his rights 
were to cease and the trustees were to have a discretionary 
power to apply any part of the income for his benefit, and were 
to apply the residue for the benefit of his children. In 1900 the 
settlor was adjudicated bankrupt, and the trustee in bankruptcy 
took proceedings under section 47 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
to set aside the settlement, and it was set aside so far as was 
necessary to pay the bankrupt’s debts in full. In 1902 the 
settlor was again bankrupt, and the trustee in the second bank- 
ruptcy also applied to set aside the settlement, but the applica- 
tion this time failed upon the ground that, at the time of making 
the settlement, the bankrupt was able to pay all his debts with- 
out the aid of the property comprised in it. The trustee then 
applied to have it declared that the life estate vested in him 
notwithstanding the forfeiture clause, and an order was made by 
the county court judge accordingly. 

But the Divisional Court (Waicut and Paitio1orz, JJ.) found 
in the effect of the first bankruptcy reason for setting aside this 
order. In that bankruptcy the trustee had preferred to set aside 
the settlement rather than to rely on his right to take the bank- 
rupt’s life estate, This course left the words of the limitation to 
operate according to their natural tenor, and upon the first 
bankruptcy the rights of the bankrupt had ceased, and 
the discretionary trust over had taken effect. Hence, as 
regards the property which remained in the settlement after 
the debts in the first bankruptcy had been paid, it was 
subject no longer to the bankrupt’s life interest, but to 
the trusts which were to take effect on the forfeiture 
of that interest. ‘‘ Though,” said Purtximorz, J., in delivering 
the judgment of the court, “ the alienation could not take effect 
so as to disappoint and delay the creditors in the first bankruptcy, 
it operated as against the settlor as a forfeiture. He lost all his 
rights to the residue left after paying those creditors. The 
income came under the control and discretion of the trustees.” 
Thus the life interest had determined before the occurrence of 
the second bankruptcy, and there was nothing left, therefore, for 
the trustee in that bankruptcy to take. 








Reviews. 
Smith’s Leading Cases. 


Surrn’s Leapine Cases. ELEVENTH EpiTion. By THoMAs WILLES 
CuiTTy, a Master of the Supreme Court, Barrister-at-Law, JouN 
HERBERT Witli4ms, LL,B., and HERBERT CuiTty, M.A., 
Barristers-at-Law. In Two Votumes. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 

The eleventh edition of this admirable work, based upon the 
maxim melius est petere fontes quam sectari rivulos, has been carried 
out with the same care and skill which have been bestowed on so 
many of its predecessors—and on this occasion by the same editors 
who were responsible for the last. The name of Master T, Willes 
Chitty is a sufficient guarantee for the conscientiousness and ability 
of the work. There are, happily for the habitual reader, fewer 
changes in the arrangement of this volume than were thought 
necessary in the last edition, having regard to the recent change of 
procedure and the necessity for some condensation. The principal 
change in this edition is a redistribution between the notes to the 
cases of Ashby v. White (ubi jus ibi remediwm) and Fletcher v. 
Ashburner (sic utere tuo ut alienum non ledas) ; a portion of the former 
being appropriately rewritten and added to the latter. It is an unfor- 
tunately significant fact that, in spite of the excisions in the tenth 


$< 
edition, and the continued aim after conciseness by the editors, thy 
volumes are both beginning to grow again like a fruit trog 
pruning ; and each exceeds by about twenty-five pages its Come. 
sponding predecessor. This cannot be helped in the vast 5 
lations of case law, and it is a burden which must be borne—gt 
rate until some general scheme of codification can be taken in hand 
A marked feature of Volume II.—and one which shows the atten. 
tion now more than ever paid to original documents—is a new ani 
revised translation of the original French record of the judgment af 
the Exchequer Chamber in Manby v. Scott, which appears, on a gg, 
parison of the two translations to be a considerable improvemey 
both in style and meaning. 

One fact has always puzzled us about the successive editions of thi, 
work. The author’s preface to the second edition is always 
duced asa memento. But why the second edition rather than thy 
first? The writer possesses a copy of the first edition, and ¢ 
for a mere modification of the initial sentence, the preface to th 
second edition (so far as reproduced) is a verbatim copy of the prefs 
to the first. Surely, from the point of view of literary history, thy 
preface to the first edition is that which deserves preservation. 





The Law of Negligence. 


A SHort CoNSIDERATION OF THE LAW OF NEGLIGENCE. By AFR 
SINGTON, Barrister-at-Law. William Clowes & Sons (Limited), 


The law of negligence offers a tempting field to the student of lay, 
A very noticeable aspect of cases relating to negligence is, as Mr. 
Sington points out, the human interest they involve. ‘‘ To be a victim 
of negligence, and even to be the perpetrator of a negligent »ct by 
ourselves, or, more frequently, by others for whose acts we are legally 
responsible, may happen to any of us almost as part of the ordinary 
curriculum.” But tae lawyer, fortunately, is more often concernel 
with the consequences of negligence to others than to himsdli, 
and he can only safely advise if he has got a firm grasp of the 
principles which have been developed by judicial authority, The 
present work is a very useful attempt to examine and enunciate thew 
principles, and it may be consulted by the practitioner with advan- 
tage. The difficulties of defining negligence and of determining the 
exact limitations under which negligence is actionable are well know, 
Even judicial opinion has of late years shewn considerable diver 
gence, as appears from cases where negligence, at first held tok 
actionable, has subsequently been excused for want of a contractuil 
relation existing between the parties. This was the result, for 
instance, with reference to negligence of a valuer (see Le Lievre vy. 
Gould, 1893, 1 Q. B. 491), overruling Cann v. Wilson (39 Ch. D. 
39)), and it was strikingly illustrated in the litigation in Selul- 
field v. Earl of Londesborough (1896, A. C. 514) with reference 
to the negligent filling up of a bill of exchange. The drawer 
of the bill is under no duty to subsequent holders, and is not liable 
for his negligence. This latter case is discussed by Mr. Sington under 
the head of estoppel, and he points out that Young v. Grote (4 Bing. 
253), which has often been a stumbling-block, is really dependent o 
the contractual relation between banker and customer. This, how- 
ever, is only a small part of the field which he explores. In other 
directions, as, for instance, the doctrine of negligence in regard to 
dangerous articles, contributory negligence, and the doctrines of 
‘‘ identification” and common employment, his work will be found 
to be an interesting and serviceable guide to the authorities. We have 
no doubt that both students and practitioners will appreciate the 
industry and ability which he has brought to his task. 





Leading Cases in the Common Law. 


A SELECTION oF LEADING CASES IN THE ComMoN Law. 
Nores. By Watrer Surety SB#IRLEY, 
SEVENTH EpiTion. By RicHAarp WATSON, 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


This is one of the best text-books to put into the hands of a student 
who has once mastered the elements of the common law. The 

editions, for which the author (the late Mr. Shirley) was himsé 
responsible, reported the cases in a jocular style, which certainly did 
much to found the popularity of the work, and undoubtedly often 
had the effect of fixing the cases upon unretentive memories. This 
style has, in the later editions, been much modified by the present 
editor, but it is still breezy and striking, and the work mail 
tains its well-merited popularity. This new edition will be very 
welcome, as it is up-to-date and carefully revised. It may safely be 
said that every case in the book should be as familiar as A, B, ¢ to the 
student who really aims at becoming a sound lawyer. And if he 
masters the excellent notes, he will be ready to face any body of 
examiners in the country with confidence. When he has passed his 
examination he should keep the book; it will often help him ™ 


Witt 
Barrister-at-Law. 
Barrister-at-Law. 
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The Borough Funds Acts. 


HanpBOoK ON THE BoroveH Funps Acts as AFFECTING LocaL 
AvTHORITIES. WITH FoRMS AND PRECEDENTS. By WILLIAM 
LymincTon WILLIAMS, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


The Borough Funds Act of 1872, known as ‘“‘ Leeman’s Act,” is a 
very important Act, which enables a local authority to use public 
funds in promoting or opposing Bills in Parliament, and in prosecut- 
ing or defending legal proceedings, for the benefit of the inhabitants 
of the district under that authority. This Act has been amended by 
the Borough Funds Act, 1903. Certain formalities are prescribed 
which must be observed before local authorities can exercise the 
powers given them by this Act. An accurate knowledge of such 
formalities and powers is of the first importance to town clerks 
and other similar officials, and to all concerned in Parliamentary 
roceedings on behalf of local authorities. In such proceedings 
nothing is easier than to make a mistake on some technical point, 
and this book is intended to give all the information necessary to 
avoid such mistakes. The author, before being called to the bar, 
was solicitor to the County Council of the West Riding of Yorkshire, 
and the book bears the mark of the practical man. The book will, 
without doubt, be very useful. It seems to be written with care and 
accuracy, and we think that it may be relied on with confidence. 





Registration of Electors. 


REGISTRATION OF VoTERS: A PRACTICAL GUIDE TO THE PREPARA- 
TION OF THE Lists. For THE USE OF OVERSEERS, ASSISTANT 
OVERSEERS, VESTRY CLERKS, ToWN CLERKS, REGISTRATION 
OFFICERS, RATE COLLECTORS, AND ALL PERSONS CONNECTED WITH 
THE REGISTRATION OF ELEcTORS. By M. Mooney, Barrister-at- 
Law. Knight & Co. 

This little book is not intended for the use of lawyers, and gives 
little information as to case law. Nevertheless, a revising barrister, 
newly appointed, or a solicitor inexperienced in registration matters, 
who is called upon to support a claim or an objection in a revision 
court, will find much useful information between its covers. The 
book is what it professes to be—a practical guide to the preparation 
of the lists. It will be found of the greatest use to overseers and 
others who are concerned in the preparation of those lists. It is 
based on the Registration Order in Council and the precepts issued 
thereunder. There are many useful hints and practical directions 
given, and we have little doubt that the book will supply a want 
and prove acceptable to the class for whose benefit it has been 


compiled. 





Sale of Food and Drugs. 


Tue SALE oF Foop AND Drugs Acts, 1875 To 1899, AND FoRMS AND 
NorTICEs ISSUED THEREUNDER, WITH NOTES AND CASES; TOGETHER 
WITH AN APPENDIX CONTAINING THE OTHER AcTS RELATING TO 
ADULTERATION, CHEMICAL NoreEs, &ec., &. By Sir WiLuiam 
Bett, H. 8S. Scrivener, and C. F. Luoyp, Barristers-at-Law. 
Butterworth & Co. ; Shaw & Sons. 


This is an excellent little handbook for the practitioner having to 
deal with adulteration of food. The fact that a fourth edition is 
already demanded shews that the book is found useful by those con- 
cerned in administering this branch of the law, which is of such great 
importance to the public. The edition differs from the third merely 
in the addition of cases decided, and of orders, &c., made since the 
third edition was published. The latest cases are noted, and some 
important orders of the Board of Agriculture, as to the sale of 
nilke and butter, are included. A valuable part of the book consists 
of notes on some of the commoner forms of adulteration. 
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Correspondence. 


The New System at the Estate Duty Office. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—We have read with interest in the current number of 
your journal your quotation from the letter of ‘‘A Solicitor” to the 
Times upon this matter. 

We also could mention from our own experience several cases 
where the delay under the new system has been terrible. In one 
case it took over a fortnight, after pressure, to obtain an answer to 
a simple question on a claim for succession duty, which under the old 
system would at once have been answered by the examiner at an 
attendance. 

Many of our letters to the Department upon pending cases are not 
even acknowledged. 

We dread to think what will happen when a very complicated 
residuary account, upon the draft of which we saw the authorities at 
Somerset House more than once under the old system, is ready for 
passing. 

It would be interesting to hear the experiences of some of yo 
other readers. A, & Z. 


The Land Registry. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—It is devoutly to be hoped that some Member of Parliament 
will give effect to the excellent suggestion made by Mr. Rubinstein 
in your issue of the 6th inst. 

IT ask for a little eo in which to shew some of the fundamental 
ae of the Land Registry to landowners and those who deal in 
— - building land outside, and also some inside, the County of 

ndon. 

As regards that outside the county, when I grant a builder a lease, 
he executes to me a coun . and then takes away his lease, and 
everything is complete, and he is at liberty to arrange for a loan, or 
otherwise deal with the property. 

How different as regards the land inside the county! There the 
builder can do nothing with his lease until it has been registered. 
That will take from ten days to three weeks, and for the luxury of 
being so delayed considerable fees and expenses have to be paid. 
Oftentimes this delay is prolonged because the officials (in conse- 
quence of the very minute plan with which they work) cannot 
exactly reconcile their plan with that indorsed on the lease. 

Then the rules of the Land Regi are in a constant state of flux. 
All on a sudden I have found that the memorandum of indorsement 
of registration on my counterparts of leases has just been altered, and 
whilst formerly the memorandum simply recorded a registration, 
now it frequently runs that the registration has been made ‘with a 
good leasehold title.”” I naturally want to know what that means, 
and so I have to go to my solicitor and learn from him that the 
new phrase, with its doubtful meaning, arises under the new rules 
(amounting in all to no less than a which have only just been 
issued, and which have revolutioni and superseded the three 
previous sets of rules made in 1898, 1899, and 1903. 

After absorbing this as best I could, I have just bad another worry, 
for in a day or two after granting four leases I received at my 
residence, some distance from London, a formidable new-fangled 
notice from the Land Registry that these leases would be entered as 
charges against my ownership unless I made written objection within 
fourteen days, but that I might shorten the time for registration of 
the leases if I consented to the being so entered, and asking 
me to ‘‘ forward my land certificate to be indorsed accordingly.” 

This is all very mystifying and involves another visit to my solici- 
tor, and a good deal of trouble and some ae I could not see my 
way to running the risk of forwarding the land certificate, and some- 
thing will be entered in the nature of a charge against my ownership, 
and if I am to have any oversight as to that something, I must 
employ my solicitor to see to it. These es so entered may 
easily become a great burden to the land, for example, if a lease be 
surrendered or forfeited it will remain a charge until by some more 
expense and trouble the register has been cleared of it. 

And this is what is called the simplification of the law of real 
property ! A LANDOWNER. 








Accountants’ Charges. 
[ To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 
Sir,—Periodically the question arises as to the position of accountants 


in connection with matters of a legal or quasi-legal character, but 
apparently the leading members of our profession do not consider the 
question is one which is worthy of any consideration. 
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It is possible, however, having regard to the very excellent 
improvement which has taken place in the feeling of the Council 
towards the members of the profession, that they may some day 
before long consider whether any steps should be taken to protect the 
profession from the inroads upon it, which, by its laxity in the past, 
the Council have permitted to be created. 

It is sufficient, surely, to point out that no less than 80 to 90 per 
cent. of the questions asked at the Intermediate and Final Examina- 
tions of the Chartered Accountants’ Society are upon legal matters, 
and that there are to be found on the shelves of the accountant’s 
library all the standard law works upon which our own students are 
examined, to shew that only by the most diligent circumspection can 
our Council ever hope to protect the rights of the members of the 
legal profession from such trespasses upon its preserves as many of 
them fondly believe they actually pay for the privilege of securing 
for themselves. 

The immediate question, however, which ought to receive con- 
sideration is that of accountants’ charges, especially in receiverships, 
arbitrations, liquidatorsbips, and so on. 

We are informed that there is a scale of charges, and we are 
willing to believe that in the case of a respectable accountant his 
costs are drawn up in accordance with that scale. 

But is it quite realized that for very much less work and respon- 
sibility an accountant gets much higher remuneration than a solicitor 
does; and is it sufficiently understood that their method of arriving 
at their charges by some fiction of time expended works unfairly and 
is incapable of adequate taxation ? 

To : so much per hour for principal’s time, and so on through 
the gamut of first, second, and third class clerks is surely a most 
inadequate way of arriving at the value of work done. 

For myself, I do not believe that an accountant who charges by 
the hour could properly justify his time in any single case, and I will 
go further and say that, if he could, the work he performs is not of 
such a responsible and intricate character as to be worth the fee per 
hour which apparently he is allowed with impunity to charge. 

The question may interest some of your readers, and an interchange 
of views on the subject may possibly do no harm. 

I am not, for the purposes of this discussion, saying anything as to 
how our own charges are made up, or how severely they are nowa- 
days taxed. I simply desire to obtain the opinion of your readers 
upon the subject which heads this letter. 

T. RoTHWELL HAsLAm. 

47, Moorgate-street, London, E.C., Feb. 10. 








Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
SMITH v. LEIGH UNION ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE. No. 1. 


Poor Rate — AprgeaAL TO QvartTER Sessions — Ricur or ASssEssMENT 
Commitrre To AprpraAR Aas ResponpEents — Consent or GUARDIANS — 
Surricrency or Notice to Guarpians—Union AssessMENT CoMMITTEE 
(AMENDMENT) Act, 1854, s. 2— Divipep Parisnrs anp Poor Law 
AmeENpMENT Act, 1882, s. 12. 


This was an appeal from the judgment of a Divisional Court (Lord Alver- 
stone, C.J., and Lawrence and Kennedy, JJ.) on a special case stated in a 
rating appeal by the quarter sessions of the County Palatine of Lancaster. 
The question was whether the assessment committee of the union had the 
right to appear as respondents to the appeal before the quarter sessions. 
By section 2 of the Union Assessment Committee (Amendment) Act, 
1864, the assessment committee of a union may, with the consent of 
the guardians of the union, after notice shall have been sent to every 
guardian, appear as respondents to rating appeals, but in the name of the 
guardians. The assessment committee were served with notice of appeal 
on the lith of March, 1903, and on the 20th of March the clerk of the 
committee sent to each of the guardians a notice that at the next meeting 
of the guardians, to be held on the 25th of March, the consent of the board 
to the appearance of the assessment committee as respondents in the 
appeal would be proposed. At the meeting of the guardians the consent 
was given. The assessment committee having appeared on the appeal, 
the appellant ratepayer objected that proper consent for their appearance 
had not been obtained, because proper notice had not been given to the 
guardians, and he relied on section 12 of the Divided Parishes and 
Poor Law Amendment Act, 1882, which is as follows: ‘‘ Where under 
the Poor Law Amendment Act, 1834, or any of the Acts amending the 
same, the consent in writing of a majority of the guardians of a union, 
or the managers of a school district, is required, it shall be a sufficient 
compliance with such requirement if a resolution giving consent is passed 
at a meeting of the guardians or managers, of which meeting and of the 
business to be transacted thereat, not less than fourteen days’ notice shall 
be given to each guardian or manager.’’ It was contended by the assess- 
ment committee that section 12 of the Divided Parishes Act, 1882, did not 
spply. (1) because it referred only to consents in writing, and section 2 of 

nion Assessment Committee (Amendment) Act, 1864, did not require 
a consent in writing ; (2) because the Act of 1864 was not one of the Acts 
amending the Poor Law Amendment Act, 1834; and (3) because section 12 


3rd Feb. 








of the Act of 1882 provided merely that a resolution passed at a meeting, of 
which not less than fourteen days’ notice had been given should be a suffiex 
compliance with the requirements of the earlier Acts, but did not enact that 
a resolution passed without such notice should in no case be valid, and tha 
the words “‘fourteen days shall be sufficient ’’ did not impose , 
minimum. The quarter sessions upheld the objection taken by th 
appellant, and refused to hear the assessment committee. The Djyj, 
sional Court were of opinion that the objection ought not to have 
upheld, and they remitted the appeal to the question sessions, Thy 
appellant appealed. 


Tar Covrr (Cots, M.R., and Romer and Maruew, L.JJ.) dismisgeg 
the appeal. 


Cotuins, M.R., said the appellant’s case was that the assessment com. 
mittee had failed to satisfy a condition precedent to their right to appear 
before the quarter sessions, in that the consent of the guardians, which 
they had in fact obtained, was given at a meeting of which fourteen dayy’ 
notice had not been given to each of the guardians, but only five days’ 
notice. He had to find such a condition precedent in section 2 of the 
Union Assessment Committee (Amendment) Act, 1864, and for that 
purpose he was obliged to introduce into the argument section 12 of 
the Divided Parishes Act, 1882. That section by its terms dealt 
with _Cases where the consent in writing of a majority of the 
guardians was required. The appellant argued that as by the 
Poor Law Statutes the guardians could only act as guardians at 
meeting, and as by the general practice any consent given by guardian 
must be recorded in writing, the consent required by section 2 of the Act 
of 1864 must be taken to mean consent in writing. But in his opinion 
section 12 of the Act of 1882 only applied to specific enactments in which 
consent in writing was expressly required, and did not apply to the consent 
mentioned in section 2 of the Act of 1864. The appellant therefore failed 
to find in section 2 the condition precedent which his argument required, 


Romer and Maruew, L.JJ., concurred.—Counset, A. 7. Lawrence, K.C,, 
Boyle, K.C., and W. Mackenzie ; Ryde. Soxscrrors, F. Kinch, for A. ¥ 
Hayward, Leigh ; Robbins, Billing, § Co., for Marsh, Son, § Calvert, Leigh, 

{Reported by F, G. Rucker, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


STOCKDALE v, ASCHERBERG. No. 1. 8th Feb. 


LANDLORD AND Tenant—Covenant To “f Pay att Taxes, Rares, Asspes- 
MENTS, AND Ovtrcornes ’’—Repams To DratnacE System—TENANCY Por 
Taree YEARS. 


Appeal from the judgment of Wright, J. (reported in 52 W. R. 13; 
1903, 1 K. B. 874). By an agreement in writing, dated the 25th of Mareh, 
1902, the plaintiff let to the defendant a house, No. 68, Brondesbury-villas, 
Kilburn, for a term of three years at the yearly rent of £55. The 
defendant agreed to pay ‘‘all taxes, rates, assessments, and out- 
goings of every description for the time being payable in respect of 
the premises as they become due (landlord’s property tax only 
excepted).’? The defendant also agreed to keep and leave the premises 
(including the fixtures in as good condition as they are now 
in, reasonable wear and tear excepted’; and ‘‘ to keep the gullies, stack- 
pipes, water-closets, and cisterns clean, and to keep in repair all sash-lines 
and internal pipes and taps.’’ During the term notice was served on the 
plaintiff by the Willesden Urban District Council under the Public Health 
Act, 1875, requiring him to abate a nuisance on the premises, and for that 
purpose to take up and relay the existing drain, a work which involved the 
reconstruction of the whole drainage system of the house. The plaintiff 
executed the work at a cost of £83 10s.,and brought this action to recover 
that amount from the defendant under his agreement. Wright, J., gave 
judgment for the plaintiff. The defendant appealed. The following cases 
were referred to: Fou/ger v. Arding (50 W.R. 417; 1902, 1 K. B. 700), 
Valpy v. St. Leonard’s Wharf Co. (1 Loc. Gov, Rep. 305), Re Warriner (1908, 
2 Ch. 367), Harris v. Hickman (1904, 1 K. B. 13), and Batchelor v. Bigger 
(60 L. T. 416). 

Tue Cover (Corts, M.R., and Romer and Maruew, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. 


Corrs, M.R., said that though everyone must have great sympathy 
with the defendant who found himself mulcted in a sum which amounted 
to about one and a half years’ rent for improvements which he had not 
anticipated when he entered into the contract, still this was an agreement 
of tenancy, and the question was the defendant was not bound by his 
contract to accept that burden. It was clearly established that the word 
‘* outgoings ’’ covered this class of expenditure, which was imposed upon 
the owner by the sanitary authority, in altering the system of drainage 
and bringing it up to the modern standard of efficiency. The order wass 
drastic one, but it was clearly within the power of the sanitary authority, 
and it was required on account of the condition of the premises. The 
defendant took the premises with bad drainaze, gnd it was impossible to 
say that it was outside the contemplation of the parties when they 
the contract that the sanitary authority, whose duty it was to see that the 
sanitary condition of the premises should be kept up to the modem 
standard, might not require the plaintiff to do the necessary work. It was 
everyday practice for the sanitary authority to interfere in these matters, 
and when the plaintiff and defendant came to an agreement in perfectly 
clear and unambiguous terms, it would be straining the language of the 
contract to hold that the detendant was not liable to make this payment 
The appeal therefore failed. 


Romer and Maruew, L.JJ., agreed.—Counset, C. F. Hohler ; Edgar Fos. 


Soxicrrors, Sharpe, Parker, & Co., for Henry Fielding, Canterbury ; Potter § 
Heather. 





[Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
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CHANDLER v. WEBSTER. No.1. 4th Feb. 


CorrRacT—IMPLIED Term—CoronaTion Procession, PostPONEMENT OF— 
Contract To TAkE Szats—Lianmuity ror Monry Dur—Recovery Back 


or Moyey Parp. : 

Appeal from the judgment of Wright, J. The plaintiff, who was acting 
as agent for another, agreed with the defendant, partly verbally and 
partly by correspondence, to take from him aroom at 7, Pall Mall to view 
the coronation procession on the 26th of June, 1902, and to pay him 
#141 15s. for the use of the room. ‘The money was to be paid at once, 
£100 was paid, and subsequently it was announced that the coronation 

rocession would be postponed and would not take place on that date. 

e plaintiff thereupon sued to recover the £100 already paid upon the 
ground of a total failure of consideration, and the defendant counter- 
claimed to recover the £41 15s., the balance of the £141 15s. Wright, J., 
held that neither the plaintiff nor the defendant was entitled to recover. 
Both parties appealed. The following cases were referred to: Taylor v. 
Caldwell (3 B. & 8. 826), Blakeley v. Muller § Co. (1903, 2 K. B. 760n.), 
Krell v. Henry (1903, 2 K. B. 740), Civil Service Co-operative Society v. General 
Steam Navigation Co, (52°W. R. 181; 1903, 2 K. B. 756), Clark v. Lindsay 
(88 L. T. 198), Knowles v. Bovill (22 L. T. 71). 

Tur Covrr (Cottins, M.R., and Romer and Matuew, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the plaintiff’s appeal and allowed the defendant’s appeal. 

Cottiws, M.R., said that it had been held that in this class of 
cases the principle of Taylor v. Caldwell applied. The principle 
there laid down was that where the parties had made no express 
provision to have the money repaid if the procession did not 
take place, or unless from the circumstances a condition must necessarily 
be implied that the money should be repaid in that event, then, 
if the procession did not take place, the further performance of the 
contract was rendered impossible, and the person who had paid the 
money on the footing of the contract being performed in full and the 
procession taking place, must abide the loss of the amount he-had paid, 
and the party claiming payment of more money must also, apart from a 
special stipulation to pay in advance, abide the loss of it and could not 
enforce upon the other party the obligation of paying the balance, as an 
event had happened which relieved both parties from the further performance 
of the contract. The contract was not rescinded ab initio, but was left good 
and valid up to the time of the ascertainment of the impossibility of perform- 
ance, everything done up to that time being considered as properly done. 
Upon that principle the right of the defendant to recover the balance of 
the £141 15s. was made out, because his right to that sum accrued before 
it was ascertained that the procession was impossible, and the plaintiff 
could be in no better position by failing to pay the money when it was due 
than if he had fulfilled his contract and paid it. The plaintiff, however, 
was not entitled to recover back the £100 already'paid. In cases where 
the doctrine of Zaylor v. Caldwell applied, there could be no claim to recover 
back money paid as upon a total failure of consideration, the contract not 
being avoided ab initwo, but remaining good in so far asit had been already 
performed. That was the view taken by this court in Civil Service Co- 
operative Society v. General Steam Navigation Co., where Lord Halsbury, 
L.C., adopted the judgment of Channell, J., in Blakeley v. Muller § Co. 

Romer, L.J., agreed. He would venture to state the following proposi- 
tion as one resulting from the authorities in the class of case which they 
were considering. Where there was an agréement which was based upon 
the assumption by both parties that a certain future event would take 
place, and that event formed the foundation of the contract between the 
parties, then if, without the default of either party and owing to circum- 
stances which were not in their contemplation when the agreement was 
made, it happened that before the time fixed for the event it was ascer- 
tained that the event could not take place, the parties were thenceforth 
both free from any subsequent obligation cast upon them by the agree- 
ment; but, except in cases where the contract could be treated as 
rescinded ab initio, any payment previously made and any legal rights 
previously accrued according to the terms of the agreement would not be 
disturbed. In his opinion that proposition applied to the present case. 

Marurw, L.J., concurred.—Covnset, Spencer Bower, KC. and Colam ; 
J. B. Matthews. Souicrronrs, Phillips § Boyle; Russell § Arnhol:z. 

| Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, j 


ANGLO-SWISS CONDENSED MILK CO. v. PEARKS, GUNSTON, & TEE 
=). In the Mutter of TWO REGISTERED TRADE-MARKS, NOS. 
5,920 AND 238,790, OF THE ANGLO-SWISS CONDENSED MILK Co., 
AND In the Matter of THE PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE-MARKS 
ACTS, 1883 TO 1888, No.2. 8th and 9th Feb. 

Trape-marks—‘ Mitkmarp Brann ’’—INFRINGEMENT AND Passina Orr— 
Action—Morion vor THE Excivusron or Orrtarn Goops—RectiricaTIon 
or ReeisteR—TRADE-MARK ComMMOoN TO THE TRADE. 

This was an appeal from a decision of Joyce, J. (reported 20 R. P. C. 
509). The facts were as follows: On the 17th of December, 1878, the 
Anglo-Swiss Condensed Milk Co. applied for the registration of a trade- 
mark, consisting of the figure of a m'lkmaid, with the words ‘* Milkmaid 
brand,” in class 42 for substances used a» food, or as ingredients in food, 
except condensed milks, coffee and milk, chocolate and milk, and essence 
of coffee, not including butter in such exceptions. In 1901 the same 
company registered another trade-mark, consisting of a slightly diff-rent 

of a milkmaid with the same words for the whole of class 42. 

They had also other trade-marks with the figure of a milkmaid in 

them, but not for butter. They traded chiefly in condensed milk, 

but never in butter in the United Kingdom until 1901, although 
they had formed the intention of so trading in 1897, and had traded 
abroad in butter. In 1902 they commenced an action against the 


defendant company for infringement of, amongst others, the above- 
mentioned trade-marks of 1878 and 1901, and passing off, alleging that 
the defendant company had used the figure of a milkmaid in advertise- 
ments relating to their butter, and in connection with the sale thereof, and 
had issued coloured posters and handbills, having thereon the figure of a 
milkmaid, and the words ‘ Milk- blended Butter.” The plaintiffs 
further stated that they carried on business as manufacturers 
and vendors of condensed milk and milk products in various 
parts of Europe, as well as in England, and that their business 
was believed to be the largest of its kind in the world, and that 
for many ) ears past an important branch had consisted in the manufacture 
and sale of butter, and that the advertisements and posters so issued by the 
defendants were calculated to lead persons to believe that when they 
purchased the defendants’ butter they were buying ‘‘ milkmaid 
butter,’’ or butter manufactured by the plaintiffs. As a matter of fact, 
the plaintiffs had only a small retail trade in butter, and used only 
the 1901 trade-mark, and not that of 1878, in connection with such trade. 
The defendant company had a very large retail trade in their milk-blended 
butter, and they denied that they had infringed the said trade-marks, or 
any of them, that even though they used the figure of a milkmaid in their 
advertisements, yet the words ‘‘ Pearks’’’ milk-blended ‘‘ butter’’ were 
clearly printed thereon, and that the use of a figure of a milkmaid for 
purposes of advertisement was common to the trade, and they moved to 
exclude butter from the goods for which the trade-marks were registered, 
alleging that the plaintiffs had never used or intended touse the trade-mark of 
1878 for butter, and that in 1901 the figure of a milkmaid was common to the 
trade. Representations of the figures used by the plaintiff and defendant 
company will be found on pp. 510. 511, and 515 of the volume of the reports 
referred to above. Joyce, J., held, in giving judgment, that the action 
failed as to passing off, and that the register must be rectified so as to 
exclude butter from the goods for which the trade-marks were registered, 
on the ground that, as far as the trade-mark of 1878 was concerved, there 
had been no real intention to use it for butter, and that in 1901 this device 
of a milkmaid was incommon use in the trade. (Batt’s ease, 42 So.icrrors’ 
Journat 430, discussed.) From this the plaintiff company appealed. 

Tue Covrr (Vavenan WriiiaMs, Stiriine, and Cozens-Haxpy, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Vavenan Wiis, L.J.—We think the judgment of Joyce, J., ought 
to be affirmed. With respect to the trade-mark, the Swiss company had 
at all events no intention to deal in butter for three years after this regis- 
tration in 1878, and we have had no evidence whatever that the Anglo- 
Swiss company manufactured butter. This is not the only ground from 
which we can draw this inference; the case cited before us ( 4nglo-Swiss 
Condensed Milk C.. v. Metcalf (30 Soxicrrors’ Journa, 201), if carefully read, 
shews conclusively that the Anglo Swiss Co. at the time had so little 
intention to apply their trade-mark to butter, that they had to apply to 
shew the figure of a dairymaid for butterine and other fatty substances 
used as food or as ingredients in food. The only matter therefore 
remaining is the trade-mark which was registered in 1901, and about that 
there is no doubt that it was a registration of a date subsequent to 
the time when the Anglo-Swisg Go, n to deal in butter, and the 
question now is, whether at that date they ought to have been allowed to 
get this trade-mark registered in respect of butter. Now Joyce, J., 
arrived at the conclusion that the trade-mark of the dairymaid and milk- 
maid was in common use at the date of this registration, and, in m 
judgment, the evidence shews that the milkmaid and dairymaid wok 
was not only in common use in the trade prior to June, 1901, but also in 
use in two ways. It might be; you may say, that it was more for 
ornament than trade, but the evidence shews it was used for a trade-mark, 
and in my opinion this appeal should be dismissed. I agree with Joyce, J., 
in his con“lusions of fact and law. 

Srretrxa and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., concurred.—Counset, Neville, K.0., 
Hughes, K.C., and L. B. Sebastian ; Bousjfield, K.C., A. J. Walter and W. 
Frampton; R.'J. Parker (for the Comptroller-General). Sorscrrors, 
McKenna § Co. ; W. B. Styer ; The Solicitor to the Board of Trade. 

[Reported by A. R. Tayrour, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re GEIPEL’S PATENT. No.2. 25th Jan. ;- 8th Feb. 


Parenr—Disconrormity—Oxrver ror Revocation—Trrms—Form or Orpen 
Discretion or Jupage—Parents, Destens, anv Trapr-Marxs Acr, 1883 
(46 & 47 Vicr. c. 57), ss. 18, 19, 20 —Cosrs. 

Appeal and cross-appeal from a decision of Buckley, J. (reported 52 
’W. R. 63 ; 1903, 2 Ch. 715), ordering revocation of letters patent, No. 7,860 
of 1893, for steam traps, or appliances for removing water from 
pipes and cylinders, unless the patentee should within a certain 
period amend his specification by disclaiming certain ts thereof, 
one of which (Fig. 6 in specification) was held bad for disconformity 
with the provisional specification. It was -a term of the order that 
if the specitication was amended no injunction should be asked for in any 
action for infringement of the patent in respect of any steam traps made 
before the date of the order ‘‘ unless the patentee establishes to the satis- 
faction of the court that his original specification was framed in good faith 
and with reasonable skill and knowledge.’’ The petitioners appealed, 
asking for the order to be be eye omitting the words above quoted. 

The pa'entee appealed against the order so far as it required him to amend 

by disclaiming figure 6. The question of disconformity depended on 

whether that figure worked on the principle of differential expansion of 
metals under heat or of controlled expansion—the former being the 
principle Jaid down in the provisional specification. 

Tae Court (Vavanan Wittiams, Srimtine and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
declined to interfere with the discretion of Buckley, J., 4 varying the 
order, and dismissed the petitioners’ appeal with costs ; and in a considered 





judgment allowed the patentee’s cross-appeal with costs, holding that 
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there was no disconformity in figure 6; and it was ordered that to the | him by Plant) in the Rishton district. He also sent to the appellant 
costs of the cross-appeal should be added £125 in respect of costs paid by | number of gummed labels with the names and addresses of the customers, 


the appellant to the respondents in the court below.—CovunszL, Bousfield, 
K.C., and A. J. Walter ; T. Terrell, K.C., Astbury, K.C., and J. H. Gray. 
Soricrrors, Faithfull § Owen; Frank Evelyn Jones, for W. T. Hill, 
Manchester, 

| Reported by R. Hux, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.]} 


High Court—Chancery Division. 

Re BARON WIMBORNE AND THE VENDOR AND PURCHASER ACT, 
1874. Swinfen Eady, J. 4th Feb. 

Serrtep Lanp—Serriement sy Wit1—Power to JorntuRE AND RAlIsE 

Portions—RESETTLEMENT—LirE Estate AssIGNED—CompounD Ssrr.e- 

MENT—SaLE BY TENANT ror Lire UnpER Onicrnat SerrLemMent—Power 

or Trustees or Oricinat SetrrLemMent To Give DiscHarGE For Prr- 

CHASE-MONEY. 

Purchaser’s summons for determination of the question whether the 
present trustees of a settlement created by will in 1852 could 
receive and give a valid discharge for the purchase-money, on 
a sale under the Settled Land Acts, of certain hereditaments 
subject to the uses of the will; or whether such discharge could 
only be given by trustees to be appointed of a compound settlement 
consisting of the said will and a resettlement and subsequent dealings 
with the property. The vendor was purporting to sell as tenant for life 
under the original settlement, which was still subsisting, certain jointure 
and portions charges still remaining to be raised under powers contained 
in the will. He had divested himself of his life estate, but his statutory 
powers of sale were still subsisting by virtue of section 50 (1) of the Settled 
Land Act, 1882. 

SwinreEn Eapy, J., said it was clear from Re Mundy and Roper’s Contract 
(47 W. R. 226; 1899, 1 Ch. 275) and Re Du Cane and Nettlefold’s Contract 
(46 W. R. 523 ; 1898, 2 Ch. 96) that there might be an original and a com- 
ge settlement subsisting side by side, and the mere fact of a tenant for 
ife having parted with his beneficial interest did not prevent his exercising 
his statutory powers as tenant for life under the Settled Land Acts. It 
was clear that the original settlement was still subsisting by reason of the 
jointure and portions charges, and by the decision of the Court of 
Appeal those charges made the land settled land. If that were all 
it seemed clear from the cases cited above that the tenant for life 
could sell and the trustees give a valid discharge: but it was said that 
would be contrary to the decision of Farwell, J., in Re Cornwallis 
West and Munro’s Contract (51 W. R. 602; 1903, 2 Ch. 150), the contention 
apparently being that where there was a compound settlement no 
persons but the trustees of such settlement could give the discharge. 
But Farwell, J., had based his decision on the fact that the old life estate 
had been restored, and the absence of that circumstance here was sufficient 
to distinguish that case. Counsel for the respondent had argued that 
Farwell, J., meant that where a tenant for life purported to sell under a 
re-settlement, trustees of the compound settlement must be appointed, 
but did not mean that it was not equally possible to make a title under 
the original settlement. However that might be, it was immaterial for the 
resent purpose. His lordship held that Lord Wimborne, the tenant for 
ife, could sell, and that the trustees of the original settlement could give 

a valid discharge for the purchase-money. As, however, there seemed to 
be a doubt whether they were trustees of the will for the purposes of the 
Acts, it would be better to appoint them astuch. The summons must be 
amended so as to be intituled also under the Settled Land Acts.—CovnseL, 
Vernon Smith, K.C., and G. J. Dunean; J. G. Wood. Soxrcrrors, Thrupp, 
Chidell, § Sharp; Bircham & Co. 


[Reported by R. Hitt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
STRICKLAND v. WHITAKER. Div. Court. 4th Feb. 


Licensine Acts—Orrences —Retau, Orr Licence—Sate ar Pracr Nor 
AvtHorizeD By Licence—Orper Given 10 TRAVELLER—APPROPRIATION 


or Goons to Meer Onner—Licenstne Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 94), 
Ss. 


In accordance with these instructions the appellant’s servants on hig 
licensed premises selected and appropriated a two-gallon jar of stoyt 
belonging to the appellant in fulfilment of Plant’s order, and affixed 
thereto the label bearing Plant’s name. This order and all the others 
obtained by Cooper were placed in the appellant’s cart, and were left at 
the respective customers’ houses. It was contended for the appellant 
that there was no evidence of any holding out that Cooper had authori 
to accept orders; that he had no authority; in fact, that an executory 
contract was not sufficient in law to bring the case within the pro. 
visions of section 3 of the Licensing Act, 1872; that an executory con. 
tract was not complete until accepted at the licensed premises. Further 
that though the jar was delivered in pursuance of an order given 
by Plant to Cooper, there was no contract until Cooper’s order-book wag 
received by post at Nelson and accepted by the appellant; that the jar 
of stout had been appropriated by the appellant at Nelson and the sale 
took place at the licensed premises. For the respondent it was contended 
that the sale or the contract for the sale was completed at Plant’s house at 
Rishton ; that Cooper was the agent of the appellant to make contracts 
with customers. The court of quarter sessions was of opinion, on the 
facts proved, that an executory contract for sale of the stout was made at 
Plant’s house at Rishton, and that the court was bound by the authority 
of Stephenson vy. Rogers (63 J. P. 230) to hold that an offence had been 
committed within the meaning of section 3 of the Act of 1872. In dis. 
missing the appsal from the justices the court of quarter sessions 
reduced the penalty from £50 to £20. Strickland appealed, and it was 
contended that the facts of the case were entirely within the decision in 
Walker v. Walker (67 J. P. 452). This was a mere traveller’s order taken 
subject to his master’s approval and there was no contract at all on un- 
licensed premises. Pletts v. Campbell (1895, 2 Q. B. 229), Pletts y, 
Beattie (1896, 1 Q. B. 519), and Hewett v. Jervis noted in the Law Journal 
newspaper of the 18th of July, 1903) were referred to. 

Lord Atverstong, C.J., in giving judgment, said it was important in 
licensing cases that the principles that had been laid down should be 
applied in subsequent cases where there was no real difference in 
the facts. In Walker v. Walker the facts were very similar to those 
here stated but it was plain that no argument was raised as to an 
executory contract. Some day or other the court would have to decide 
whether an executory contract made by a traveller with the authority of a 
licensed person brought the latter within the Act. The inclination of his 
mind at present was that it would. The point did not need to be decided 
here, and he did not wish to express any definite opinion one way or the 
other. He was content to hold here that there was no evidence upon which 
the justices ought to have found that an executory contract was entered 
into by Cooper with Plant. That being his view of the facts, the appeal 
would be allowed and the conviction quashed. 

Wuts, J., agreed, adding that Walker v. Walker ought not to be cited on 
the question whether an executory contract would bring the licensed holder 
within the mischief of section 3 of the Act of 1872. He was inclined to 
think that it would, but be desired emphatically to leave the question open. 
As to whether there was any evidence of a complete sale at Rishton he had 
nothing to add. 

Kennepy, J., concurred. He desired to reserve entirely his opinion on the 
question whether an executory contract was sufficient to constitute a sale 
on licensed premises for a future occasion, when the facts raising the 
question enabled the point to be better argued than those in the present 
case did. Appeal allowed; conviction quashed.—Counset, Ros/ill, K.C., 
and W. Mackenzie ; Bankes, K.C., and Whateley. Soxtcrrors, Bush, Mellor, 
&§ Norris ; Barr, Cotton, § Barr. 

[Reported by Erskine Rerp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


WARD », HADRELL. Div. Court. 27th Jan. 


County Covrt—Costs—Cross-supgMents—Rient or Ser-orr—Qovunry 
Covrts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), s. 120. 

This was an appeal from his Honour Judge Russell, sitting at the 

Wandsworth County Court. The following are the facts of the case: On 

the 16th of July, 1903, the appellant obtained judgment against the 

respondent for the sum of £21,172 without costs, but another action by 

the appellant against the defendant was dismissed with costs. The 





The appellant, one John Strickland, a brewer and wine and spirit 
c ealer, carrying on business at Nelson, who held a licence for the sale of 
intoxicating liquors on his premises for consumption off them, sought to 
set aside a decision of the Preston Quarter Sessions, who had affirmed a con- 
viction by the Blackburn justices, whereby the appellant was convicted of 
sano J selling onthe 7th of November, 1902, a two-gallon bottle of | 
beer at a house at Rishton, at which place he had no licence. The case | 
stated by quarter sessions set out that the order for the beer in question was | 
taken by a traveller named Cooper for a customer named Plant at the | 
latter’s house, No. 4, Walmsley-street, Rishton, but all the appellant’s 
employees were forbidden under pain of dismissal from delivering 
goods until the order for them had been sent to the office with the full 
name and address of the customer, and the order passed through the 
appellant’s books. Moreover, travellers were forbidden to receive any | 
money on taking orders and until the goods were delivered, the various | 
liquors being sent out from the appellant’s premises properly labelled 
with the names and addresses of the respective customers. On the 5th of 
November, 1902, the appellant’s traveller Cooper called at Plant’s house 
at Rishton and obtained from him there an order for a two-gallon jar of 


stout for the price of 2s. 4d. Cooper thereupon entered the order in his , ap 


order-book, and on the day following posted it to the appellant, together | 
with a summary he had made out of all the orders (including the one given | 








defendant paid the sum into court, and on the 20th of July, 1903, 
obtained an order from the judge setting off the costs in the second 
action against the amount of the judgment in the first action. The 
plaintiff appealed against this order, and in support of the appeal it 
was contended that the county court judge had no power to make the 
order. Section 150 of the Act of 1888, which provided that if there shall 
be cross-judgments between the parties execution shall be only taken out 
for the larger sum, only applies to cross-judgments. The plaintiff was not 
asking for execution here. The effect of the judge’s order was to take 
away the solicitor’s lien to which he was entitled. The money was in 
court and the plaintiff was entitled to take it out? On behalf of the 
defendant it was contended that the judge’s order was right. Section 150 
applied to judgments as different. It would be unfair that the defendant 
should be put in a worse position because he had paid the meney into 
court instead of allowing execution to be taken out against him. 

Tar Covrrt (Witts and Kennepy, JJ.) dismissed the appeal on the 
ground that section 150 provided, in case of cross-judgments, that execu- 
tion should be issued only for the balance. Here the money was paid into 
court, and though the Act did not in so many terms provide for the present 
case, it must have been intended by the Legislature that section 150 should 
ply.—CovunseL, Dobb and D, M. Hogg ; Drury. Sourcrrons, A. EF. Cubison ; 
Corsellis, Mossop, & Berney. 


[Reported by Aan Hoaa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
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Law Societies. 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, on Wednes- 
day, the 10th inst., Mr. Harry A. Peake (Sleaford) inthechair. The other 
directors present being Sir George Lewis, Bart., and Messrs. A. Davenport, 
Hamilton Fulton (Salisbury), W. H. Gray, J. R. B. Gregory, Samuel 
Harris (Leicester), Augustus Helder M.P. (Whitehaven), Charles G. May, 
F. P. Morrell (Oxford), Richard Peunington, J.P., R. 8. Taylor, Maurice 
A. Tweedie, and J. T, Scott (secretary). A sum of £501 was distributed 
in grants of relief, six new members were admitted to the association, 
and other general business was transacted. 





Law Association. 


A meeting of the directors was held at the hall of the Law Society on 
Thursday, the 14th inst., Mr. 8. J. Daw in the chair. The. other 
directors present were Mr. Nisbet, Mr. Peacock, and Mr. Vallance. A sum 
of £40 was voted for the relief of solicitors’ widows, and other general 
business was transacted. 


United Law Society. 


The society held a joint debate with the Gray’s-inn Debating Society 
on the 8th of February. Mr. J. F. W. Galbraith presided. The minutes 
of the previous meeting having been read and confirmed, Mr. C. M. 
Knowles, LL.B., was elected a member by ballot. On the debate, Mr. 
A. B. Russell (G.I.D.S.) moved: ‘ That, in- the opinion of this house, it 
is undesirable that women should be admitted to the Inns of Court or 
bar.’ Mr. R. H. Martin (U.L.8.) opposed. The speakers were Messrs. 
J. W. Weigall, C. H. Bretherton, C. Kains-Jackson, Neville Tebbutt, 
8. P. Mertin, A. de W. Mulligan, N. J. Macaskie, F.O. Clutton, and Geo. 
Jones. Mr. A. B, Russell replied. The motion was carried by eleven 
votes to six. 











Law Students’ Journal. 


Liverpool Board of Legal Studies. 


The annual meeting of the Liverpool Board of Legal Studies will be 
held on Monday, the 22nd inst., at 5.30 p.m. in the library of the 
Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool, at 10, Cook-street, when an 
address will be delivered by the President of the Law Society (J. E. Gray 
Hill, Esq.) on ‘‘ Efforts to Establish Uftiform Maritime Laws.”’ 

The Euoch Harvey Prize and the Timpron Martin and Atkinson Gold 
Medals for 1903, together with the prizes and scholarships won by students 
attending the board’s lectures during the session 1902-1903, will be 
presented on the same occasion by the Honourable the Vice-Chancellor, 
Sir Samuel Hall, K.C., Chairman of the Board. 





Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srvupents’ Denatrnc Socrrery.—Feb. 9.—Chairman, Mr. W. Valen- 
tine Ball.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That the case of Dowden and 
Pook: (Limited) v. Pook: (1904, 1 K. B. 45) was wrongly decided.” Mr. A. E. 
Riddett opened in the affirmative ; Mr. E. B. Ames opened in the negative. 
The following members also spoke : Messrs. Wilfrid Hooper, W. S. Clayton 
Greene, F. J. A. Leggatt, J. E. C. Adams, A. C. Dowding, G. O. White, 
Kennedy, F. A. Coe, K. Greene, Webb, Spanton. Mr. Riddett having 
— and the chairman having summed up, the motion was lost by eight 
votes. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. T. Morpaunr Swaccr, barrister-at-law, has been appointed’ 
Prosecuting Counsel to the Post Office on the Oxford Circuit, in succession 
to Mr. H. Earle Richards, who vacated the office on being ——— an 
ordinary member of the Council of the Governor-General of India. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Tuomas Josern Git and Rozert Farrrmeron, solicitors (Gill, Radford, 
& Co.), Manchester. Feb. 4. The said Thomas Joseph ill will continue 
the said practice under the present style or firm of Gill, Radford, & Co. 

[ Gazette, Feb. 9. 


The partnership between Messrs. Engall, Davidson, & Crane, solicitors, of 
Churchfield-road, Acton, W., and at 44, Bedford-row, W.C., has been dis- 
solved by mutual consent as from Christmas last. In future Mr. Davidson 
will practise on his own account at 221, High-street, Acton, while Messrs. 
Engall & Crane will continue to carry on business at the old addresses at 
Acton and in London, under the style or firm of Engall & Crane. Mr. 





Davidson will, however, continue to share the offices at Churchfield-road, 
Acton, and 44, Bedford-row, W.C., for the present, removing to High- 
street on the 8th of February. 


General. 


It is stated that the Attorney-General has fallen a victim to influenza, 
and it is improbable that he will be able to resume his Parliamentary duties 
until next week. 


It is stated that Mrs. Maybrick has been ted a licence under the 
Penal Servitude Acts, and is at present in a home, which she will be 
allowed to leave towards the end of the summer. 


The judicial business of the House of Lords will be resumed on Monday 
next. The present list, says the Zimes, contains the names of forty-seven 
cases, of which thirty-seven are English, nine are Scotch, and one is an 
Irish appeal. This is the heaviest list of appeals known for many years. 


It is announced that the sitting of the full Divisional Court of the 
King’s Bench Division will be suspended after this week in consequence 
of the —- of the — Chief Justice on circuit, but it has been 
arranged that the court sit again, for a week only, beginning on 
Monday, the 29th inst. ‘ 2 . 


Judge Owen, on Wednesday, say the Daily Mail, decided at Tredegar 
that a boy who was frightened by a cat, which he mistook for a ghost, 
while working in a coal mine, had received injury of the nature of an 
accident, and that the mine-owners were liable. The lad, Frederick 
George Shellard, aged thirteen, was at work with his father when a cat 
brushed by him, and he was so alarmed that St. Vitus’s dance followed 
and he has not worked since. His Honour awarded the lad £6 11s. 3d, 
against the colliery company. 

In the business of the Judicial Committee, says the Globe, but little of 
the law’s delay can be observed. Not one of the Co'’onial and Indian 
appeals were entered earlier than September. The House of Lords, which 
resumed its judicial labours yesterday, is not nearly so well abreast of its 
work, There are nine a it « in its unprecedentedly long list which have 
stood for hearing since June. For this delay there is an obvious remedy— 
an increase in the sittings of the Law Lords, which at present do not 
number more than 100 a year. 

In the House of Commons on the 8th inst. Major Evans-Gordon asked 
the President of the Board of Trade whether his attention had been called 
to the evasions of the Companies Act of 1900, disclosed in the last report 
of the Inspector-General, in companies’ liquidation ; and whether he pro- 
posed to take any steps to prevent the further issue in this country of 
companies without prospectus by which expedient the revenue and the 
public were defrauded. Mr. Gerald Balfour said that a Bill amending the 
Companies Act, 1900, in this and some other respects was in course of 
preparation. 

The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council resumed their sittings on 
the 4th inst. after the vacation. Their list of causes contains, says the 
Times, 19 appeals —viz., from Bengal, 8; Oudh,3; Newfoundland, 2; and 
Central Provinces of India, New Zealand, Trinidad and Tobago, Ontaria, 
Jamaica, and New South Wales, one each. There are also two ecclesiastical 
appeals under the Clergy Discipline Act, 1892—one (Fitzmaurice v. Hesketh) 
from a judgment of the Consistory Court of Manchester, and the other 
(Moore v. The Bsshop of Oxford) from a decision of the Consistory Court of 
Oxford. Four judgments in appeals heard before the vacation remain to 
be delivered. 

The death is announced of The McDermot, K.C., on Saturday morning in 
last week. He was called to the Bar in 1862, and joined the Connaught 
Circuit. Fifteen years later he took silk, and, says the Times, since thet 
time the history of the important cases in which he was engaged is the 
history of a quarter of a century’s leading cases in the Irish law courts. 
A keen lawyer and a forensic orator of considerable power, he figured in 
practically every Nisi prius case of note during the last thirty years. In 
addition to being a King’s Counsel and the leader of the Connaught 
Bar, The McDermot was a Bencher of the King’s Inns, a deput; 
lieutenant for County Sligo, and a member of His Majesty’s Privy Coun 
in Ireland. 

The Lord Chief Justice, alluding at the opening of the Hertford Assizes 
to the Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act, said he hoped it would induce 
innocent prisoners to disclose their defence at once, which was much the 
best course to adopt instead of waiting until the trial. On the same Act, 
Mr. Justice Grantham, in the course of his charge to the grand jury at the 
Exeter Assizes last week, says the Zimes reporter, remarked that the Poor 
Prisoners’ Defence Act had been a great deal misunderstood. The Act 
owed its origin to the Western Circuit, but it was not unlike the system 
adopted in Scotland, an Act due to James I., who determined that all 
prisoners should be defended, and, being a Scotsman, desired that it 
should be done in the least expensive way ; and it had not been introduced 
into England till 300 years afterwards. His lordship then proceeded to say 
that in his experience prisoners were often made to reserve their defence, 
with the result that a new defence was started at the last moment. When 
this Act was under discussion it was thought that a poor prisoner should 
have an experienced man, and on that point both he and Sir H. Poland 
gave evidence before the Parliamentary Committee which-sat to discuss the 
Bill; but during its through the Lower House the Bil! was greatly 
changed, and the result was that only a guinea or two guineas were to be 
allowed to counsel, which was a moderate sum to award. It was 
quite clear that the Act was in only to assist in the admmistration 
of justice, and not to enable a prisoner to get an acquittal. 
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The annual meeting of the Royal Courts of Justice and Legal Temper- 
ance Society was held on Thursday in last week in the Middle Temple-hall. 
Lord Alverstone, the president, occupied the chair, and there were present 
the Archbishop of Canterbury, Lord Justice Cozens-Hardy, Mr. Justice 
Kennedy, Master W. F. A. Archibald, chairman of the committee, Mr. 
A. J. Ram, K.C., Mr. Gray Hill, president of the Law Society, and Mr. 
R. E. Ross, honorary secretary. The Archbishop of Canterbury delivered 
an address, and the Lord Chief Justice, replying to a vote of thanks, said 
that recently the society’s basis had been broadened so as to admit others 
than total abstainers, and this had had a gratifying effect upon their 
numbers. He welcomed the broader basis upon which the society was 
now working, for while he admired those who had the strength of mind 
to be total abstainers, he felt that moderate men, who had now got a place 
in the society, could do useful work in the promotion of the object which 
it had in view. He knew centres of iniquity in the neighbourhood of the 
Temple which had ruined many barristers’ clerks, and it wasright that they 
should encourage men to say they would make it a point of honour not to 
ask others to drink between meals. 


There is a merry war on in New York, says the Albany Law Journal, over 
the possession of the seat on the bench of the Court of Special Sessions, 
made vacant by the expiration of the term of office of Justice Thomas W. 
Fitzgerald, two men claiming the same seat. Appleton L. Clark’s certifi- 
cate of appointment is signed by Seth Low, as mayor, while that of Justice 
Fitzgerald. to succeed himself, bears the signature of Mayor McClellan. 
Both have been sworn in. The term of office is ten years and the annual 
salary 6,000 dols. Mayor Low acted on a precedent established by Mayor 
Van Wyck, who, on the morning of tue Ist of January, 1902, when he 
retired from office, appointed Justice Patrick Keady to the same division 
of the Court of Special Sessions for the full term. When Mayor Low came 
to make the appointment to succeed Justice Fitzgerald’s term, which 
expired on the 31st of December, 1903, he intended to follow exactly the 
precedent set by Mayor Van Wyck, but acting on the advice of his 
corporation counsel, Mr. Low made the appointment three days before the 
vacancy actually occurred, although designating the appointment as being 
made to fill a vacancy ‘‘ about to occur,’ and which would occur, as he 
figured it, during the term of his office. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 






Emercency Appgat Courr Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. Rota. No. 2. KEKEWICH. Byrye. 
Monday, Feb.. . 15 Mr. Theed Mr. Pemberton Mr. W. Leach Mr. F; 
Tuesday... ...... 16 W. Leach Jackson Theed King ~ 
Wednesday ............... i Church Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
Thursday .. ee 18 Greswell Jackson Theed King 
Friday ... 19 King Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
Saturday sadvebcpiestesese 20 Farmer Jackson Theed King 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justi 
Date Farwe.t. Bucktey. Joyce. Suman Baer. 
Monday, Feb. 15 Mr. Carrington Mr. Godfrey Mr. Greswell Mr. Jackson 
Tuesday . 16 Beal R. Leach Church Pemberton 
Wednesday 17 Carrington Godfrey Greswell Beal 
\ y 18 Beal R. Leach Church Carrington 
Friday . .19 Carrington Godfrey Greswell R. Leach 
Saturday . +20 Beal R. Leach Church Godfrey 








The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


Feb. 16.—Messrs. Denennam, Tewson, Fanuer, & Bripcewater. at the Mart, at 2, in 
Six Lots, Valuable Freehold and Leasehold Investments: - 137, Oxford-street, a 
modern shop and house, let at £500 per annum.—A Freehold Ground-rent of £75 per 
atnum, secured upon a Block of Residential Flats, 1 to 10, Cambridge-mansions, Cam- 
bridge-road.—A Freehold Ground-rent of £75 per annum, secured upon the adjoining 
and similar block, 11 to 20, Cambridge-mansions, Battersea Park, of similar rack- 
rental value.—78, South Hill Park, Hampstead, a Freehold Family Residence, let at 
£65 per annum.—80, South Hill Park, Hampstead, a Freehold Family Residence, let 
at £65 per annum.—82, South Hill Park, Hampstead, a Freehold Family Residence, 
let at £65 per annum. solicitors, William A. Sanders, Esq. ; and Messrs. Hicks, Arnold, 
& Mozley, Lyndon.— Leasehold Ground-rents, amounting to £201 1s., secured upon 
41 -houses and a Piece of Land used as a builder's yard, at Clayton-road, 
Peckham. Solicitors, Messrs. Phelps, Sidgwick, & Biddle, London. (See advertise- 
ments, Jan. 23, p. iv.) 

Feb. 16.—Messrs. May & Rowpen, at the Mart, at 2:—33, New Bond-street: Leasehold 
Business Premises. producing a gross income of £1,200 per annum. 16, Savile-row : 
Leasehold Business Premise, let and producing a net income of £570 per annum. 
Rolicitor, William Sharp, Esq., London.—New Bond-street: The important City 

rporation Leasehold Premises, let at £450 per annum until the 25th March, 1907, 
when the purchaser will receive the benefit of the full rack-rental. Solicitors, Messrs, 
Girolestone & Sanders, and Messrs. Williamson, Hill, & Co , London.—47, Devonshire- 
— Lang sere pt we: oe pig containing about 16 rooms and 

ork: hops, let a’ Per annum in considera\ion of a premium. Solicitor, J. Allward 
» London. (See aivertisements, this week, p. iii. P ‘sien : 

Feb. 17. Messrs. H. E. Fostzr & Crayriz'p, at the Mart, at 2:—Clapham Junction: 
Leas hold Ground-rents, amounting to £117 5s. per annum; held tree of aon ‘in 
Twolsts § Lcitors, Mesers, Corseliis, Mossop, & Berney, London.—Notting Hill : 

n e Residence 27, Elgin-crescent, producing £87 2s. per snnum ; seven 
minutes’ wal’ from the Notting-hili Station of tne Metropolitan Railway. Solicitors, 
Messrs Danby. Brooks, & Co., London —Maryland Point, E.: Four Long Leasehold 
Houses, produ £104 per annum; in One Lot. Solicitors, Messrs. Laytons. London. 
—B8t. James’s : Leasehold Block uf Corner Premis:s, known as St. James’s Palace 

hambers, No. 22, R: der-street, close to St. James’s-street and Piccadilly, and com- 
prising a modern : substantial building, with frontages to Ryder-street and Bury- 
street; a yearly income of £1,092. Solicitors, Messrs. Capel-Cure & Ball, London. 


Feb. 18.—Mesers, H. E. Foster & Cranriexp, at the Mart, at 2:— 
REVERSIONS : 
To ey ge of Consols and Railway Stocks, value £10,000; gentleman 
To One-Twenty-cighth of the above funds; lady aged 68. . Life Policy 
To One-sixteenth of Trust Fund, value £11,429 pe te 69. Sade 
To - ——— aged 68.and lady aged 66. Solicitors, Messrs. Pearce-Joneg 
¢ Co., London. 
To One-seventeenth of Railway Stocks; value £3,500. 
- oe Hay, hea ay bY Hay, London. 
‘o Foreign Stocks, value £4,000 ; tleman i 32. Solicitors, Messrs, 
Rubinstein & Go., London, > © ” : i. 
POLICIES for £4,000 and £2,000. Soh. .ors, Messrs. Weeke & Co., London. 
500 Six Per Cent. Preference Shares of £1 each in . T. & W. Cole (Ltd) 
Solicitor, W. Brookes Palmer, Esq., London. : 
(See advertisements, this week, back page.) - 


Solicitors, Messrs, 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—F ripay, Feb. 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1n CHANCERY. 


Avromatic Puoto Partinc Synpicate, Limitep —Petn for winding up, presented Feb 
1, directed to be heard Feb 16. Cockburn, 8t Helen’s pl, solor for petner. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
Feb 15 

Burton, Bainz, & Reap, Limrrep—Creditors are requiced. on or before Feb 29, to send 
in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert 
James Ward, 2, Clement’s inn, Strand. Ward & Co, Gracechurch st, svlors for 
liquidator 


Cuaries Caunt & Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before March 19, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank Leman, 
1, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 


Grant Mivine Synxvicate, Lomrrp—Creditors are required, on or before March 15, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Mackie, 2544, High Holborn. Ramsden & Co, Huddersteld, solors for liquidator 


Hiram Maxmm Lamp Co, Limrrep —Creditors are required, on or before Feb 26, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Barclay Peat 

Hvit Artizans anv Lasourers Imrprovep Dwe.iines Co, Luurtep—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or befure Feb 22, to -end their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to John Bouch Willows, Lansdowne House, Hull. Freer & Co, 
Hull, solors for liquidator 

Nivxetzey Huxprep Pustisuine Synpicatse, Limtrep—Creditors are required, on or 
before March 18, to send their names and addresves, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Eroest Layton Bennett, 31 and 32, Broad st av, Blomfield st. Radcliffe & Co, 
solors for liquidator 


Pressey Stzamsuir Co, Limtep—Creditors are required, on or before March 19, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Tate, 
37, Side, Newcastle upon Tyne. Pybus & Sons, Newcastle upon Tyne, solors for 
liqui ators 

Scruton & Coorzr, Limrrzpv-—Petn fog winding up, presented Feb 2, directed to be heard 
at the Court House, Corporation st, Birmingham, on Feb 24, at 10.30 a.m. Bickley & 
Lynex, Birmi:gham, for Butcher & Sons, Woud st, Cheapside, solorsfor petners. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
Feb 23 

SuHEFrieLp TurKisH AND Pusiio Batus Co, Limirep —Creditors are required, on or before 
March 14, to rend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to william Delancy Wing, North Church st, Sheffield. Howe, Sheffield, solor for 
liquidator 

Wuterxsons, Limitep—Petn for winding ups presented Jan 25, directed to be heard at the 
County Court, Manor row, Bradford, Feb 23, at 10. Gaunt & Co, Tanfield bidgs, 
Hustlergate, Bradford, solors. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not 
later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Feb 22 

London Gazeite.—Tursvay, Feb. 9. 
JOINT STV K COMPANIES. 
. Luwirep in CaANncery. 

AaaGiament, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before March 31, to send their names 
and addresses. and particulars of their debts or claims. to Ernest Morton Nance, Atlantic 
bldgs, Mount Stuart sq, Cardiff. Jackson & Nance, Cardiff, solor for liquidator 

Bares’ Macutye Bagap Factory, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before March 12, 

to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 

Colin Cooper, 33, Princess st, Manchester 

Exeotric Traction Co, Limirep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 

March 11, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 

to William Barclay Peat, 3, Lothbury 

Scruton & Coorrer, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented February 2, directed to be 
heard at the Court House, Corporation-street, Birmingham, on February 24, at 10.30. 

Bickley & Lynex, Birmingham, for Butcher & Sons, Wood-street, Cheapside, solors for 

petners Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 

afternoon of February 23 

W. W. Duncan & Co. Limirep—Creditors are pe ny on or before March 15, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William George 

Blakemore, 6, Old Jewry 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Feb. 5. 
Fraser, Stmox, Ladbroke sq March 5 Clarke & Co v Fraser, Joyce, J Peters & 
lton, Basinghail st 


Harvey, Mary, Brook West Kensington March 15 Canning vy Phear, Swinfen 
Eady, J Canning, “Mitre chmbrs, Temple 3 


London Gazette,—Tuxspay, Feb. 9. 





(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 





Arrcuison, Wiii14m Bruce, lai hill March 31 Griffiths & Sons (Limited) v 
Johnston, Farwell and Swinfen Eady, 


JJ Braund, Gray’s inn sq 
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ep ea 
Und & Vi | Lavy, Rewecoa, Tavistock sq flarch & | Mosely ‘ Mosely, Tavistock #q 
nder 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. eg hig ig hy ey yy 
Luscombe, EvizaseTH ANNA, ct 4 Gordon & Marley, + st 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Feb. 2. 


Acysw, Sir Witt1am Fiscuer, Stafford ter, ees itgiep ial March 5 Loughborough & Co, 
ustin 
‘ ssford, Canterbury 


Anca, Fanxy, Elham, Kent Feb 29 Wightwick & 
BasRetT, JOHN, Plaistow, Essex, Contractor March 1 


BLAKELEY, Newsoue, Morley, Yorks, Mechanic March1 Scat 


Bowey, ANNE, ona, Anglesey March1 Jones, 


Ba’ 
BrockiLL, ANTHONY age "bradford Feb 15 ” ‘Whitham & Buchanan, Ripon 
1 


Brows, Mary, Reading Mar Brain & Brain, Reading 

Caxy, Many, Bridgwater Marchi Reed & Co, Bridgwater 

CurTon, JosErH, Edgbaston, eae on gy March 1 Glaisyer & 

Coorsr, THomas, Fordham, Cambridge, Yeoman March 15 
Shropshire 


March 16 James & 


Fanny Caruertne, Birmingham 
— ; 5 Strickland & Co, Bristol 


Dovps, HeLEN Ann, Bristol Mar 


Dowp1ne, Frorence Juxia, Brighton March 19 Hasthare Jones & Co, Mark In 


ag Ce HAskELL, Haverhill, Mass, USA 


Leade 
Freeman, Ropert, ston upon Hull March5 Hearfields 
Green, Ev1zaseTH, Hulme, Manchester March 15 Booth & 


Groom, 
lk st, Strand 





Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—F ripay, Feb. 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Asukenazi, Joseru, sethetien, Shipper Manchester 
Pet Jan 29 Ord Feb fe , 
Batsuaw, CHARLES, a elens, Lancs, Dra Liverpool! 
Pet Feb 3 Ord Feb ane. ay 
Buount, Joun, Bridge Gate, Derby, Bricklayer Derby 
Pet Jan 30° Ord Jan 
Borkett, Erieam ll Burrox, Parham, Suffoik, 


Farmer Ipswich Pet Feb2 Ord Feb 2 
Bsappock, Hgsert, Denton, nur eamate, Painter 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Feb1 Ord Feb 1 | 
Bown, WILLIAM Ernest, Eden Bridge, Kent Tunbridge | 
Wells - Feb 7. Ord Feb 3 
Baunsk1Lt, Joun, van 1, Iron Merchant Liverpool | 
Pet Jani3 Ord Feb - 
Pet Dec 3 


Bock, Henry A, M a High Court 
ims bats 


one F, premtins. Butcher Brighton Pet Jan 14 

r 

Carter, i Henry, Newark, my Potato Merchant 
Noti ttingham Pet Jan 80 Ord J 

Cartman, WiiurAM, Miles Platti x deities, Hosier 

" Manchester ig ereford, Creengr 

LARKE, Hannan, Hereford, Greengrocer Hereford Pet 

cual an 30, Ord Jan 90 = Pha “ 

LARKE, WALTER, Karlstown, Lancs, Outfit arringto! 

" ite Se Grd Feb. ee n 

'AULKNER, JOHN, South Shore, -y k Corn Merchant 

" Salfurd Pet Feb 3 uns 

‘orstex, Taomas, Rancorn, "sacl , Brick: arring- 
ton Pet Feb’ Ob? 

Fox, Wizt1am, Wiggenhali St Germans, Norfolk King's 
Lynn Pet Feb1 Ord Febi 

GanvEL, ALBERT JULES, Handsworth, Staffs, al of 

. eg — Rn. Fob 1 Ord ¥F 

ODDARD, CHARLES GARBUTT, Hoy , M tor engin 
Brighton Pet Feb3 Ord Feb'3 pasa ne 

Hapriecy, Epwagp, Urmston, or Manchester, Insurance 
Agent Salford Pet Jan 15 Ord Feb 3 

Harvzy, James, uees, Provision Merchant Liverpool 
Pet Jan 13 Ord Feb 

Henxpy, Janz, and iene Henpvy, Penzance, Cornwall, 
Boatowners Truro Pet Feh2 Ord Feb2 

Husparp, James Henry, Dyke Park Hotel, or Brighton ’ 
Hotel Proprietor Brighton Pet Feb2 Ord Feb 2 

Humrareys, Rorert, Blaenau Festini . Merioneth, Boot 
and Shoe Maker Portmadoc Pet Feb1 Ord Feb 1 

Jackson, Gituert, and Davip Sura, Carlisle, Electrical 

: Lag Carlisle Pet 4 1 Ord Feb1 

ACKsON, SARAH, nbigh, Licensed Victualler 
Portmadoe ‘Pet Feb 1 Ord Feb i 

Jsyxes, ALBERT Georcs, Easton, Bristol, Builder Bristol 

J mag? 3 2 Ord Feb 2 

ones, Tuomas, Llandudno, h Ban- 

“ gor Pet Feb g Ord rae eee 

Night, GzorGE RicHarp, Southsea, Hants, Dealer in 
Photographic Apparatus Portsmouth Pet Feb 3 Ord | 


Lockiz, Joux, Lesbury, Northumberland Shipowner | 
ue 7 Tyne w Pet Dec 23 Ord Feb 3 | 
Reis, Davip JeHu, ton, Li 
Feb2 Ord Feb2’ — se oe 

Boney, Namen, Bie ppatapest, Boilersmith Sunderland Pet 

'e 


1 Ord Feb 
Porrer, Joun _. AM, Fixby, Market | 
Gardener Halitax Pot Feb’ Ord tee” 


Woes, Feare, 8 Shipley, Yorks, Grocer Bradford Pet | 


EVES, Joun » eee Bethersden, Ken Grocer | 
Canterbury Pet Feb1 Ord Feb 1 sige 


“wi Sy mee » Harrogate, Painter York Pet¥Feb1 | 


Ricuargps, Davin, Tirydail Ammanford, Carmarthen, 
zonkumen at Colliery Carmarthen Pet Feb 2 a | 


Rocurster, Grorcz, North Shields, Northumberland, 
Juiner Newcastle on Tyne Pet Fe b2 Ord Feb2 


i? JAMES abomae ae & 7. 4 Lincs, Licensed 
*? THU orm ics ili Liverpool 
Fet - on 


Sons, Man: 
WitiiaM Bisxor, Liverpool, Chemist March 31 Jones & Sephton, Thabes | 
Pak, Bight Hon Lawrence Heskeru, Clovelly, Hampton Wick March 10 Taylor & Co, | 
No 


Hoc, James, Claines, Worcester March1 Southall & Co, Worcester 


McQveex, Roseat, Iifracom| 
MakkE, ‘TuropHiLus Trirz, 

Taunton 
Mayan, Mixes, 


gare bldgs 
, Park row 


Queen st 
rote & “Pe oe Broseley, 
a Birmingham 


31 Hewitt & Co, 





Brabant ct 
& Lambert, Hull Srapyitron-Suitu, HAxsriorr 
Manchester Albany Court yd, Pic 


Srerny, Seneez, Lowestoft 














Suarp, 7 Delahay st, Westminster, Engineer h 
Court Pet Oct 28 Ord Jan 14 cx 

Suaw, y Rn Hemans Prows, em, Kent, Surgeon 
Hasti Pet Feb3 Ord Feb 


| SHEPPARD, on) meme Suffolk, Farmer Ipswich 


Pet Feb2 Ord Feb 

| Sarva, WILLiam oo. Eatisigh, Suffolk, Florist 
Ipswich Pet Feb 2 Ord Feb 

| Spatpinc, Doveras Buunt, UV; a Thames st, Paper 
Merchant h Court Pet Janil Ord Feb1 

hes Harry ryt Kettering, Builder Northampton 

| Sempeane, Hyman, Liverpool, Draper Liverpool Ord 


Ta, oeneee, Soveien, Somerset, builder Bristol 
eb 1 
| Gee mo pion Ay Innkeeper Aberdare Pet Feb 1 


| Tuompson, GeorGe, oy nr Wakefield, Market Gardener 
Wakefield Pet Feb2 Ord Feb 2 
| Wooxtiams, Rd. Epwarp, and Wi.uiAm LarpNer 
Woor.iams, Adlestrop, Glos, mers Chelte 
Pet Feb1 Ord Feb1 
RECELVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


Newton, James Youna, Kingstho Northam _— North- 
ampton Rec Ord Oct 21, 1902 Rese Dee 2.1 4 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apsueap, Witt1AM, Walsall, Builder Feb 15 at 11.80 Off 
> ‘Wolverhampton 
BaLsHaw, it it Helens, Lancs, Draper Feb 15 at 
2.30 0 Victoria st, Liverpool 
| Banas, Wituram, ye 4 Cab ine oe Feb 24 at 
Off Ree, 8, —— rd, Middlesbro 
"Police Constable Feb 13 at 11 


9, 

BEgnsrEtn, Youpzt, Belford, Jeweller’s Traveller Feb 15 
at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, ester 

Brack, Peter Buair, Palmerston bldgs, Marine Surveyor 


wna Wi uram, W 


Martin, James, Stafford, Hotel Ki 
Cheadle, Chester 
Morey, Henry, Portsea, Hants March 12 Hobbs & Brutton, Portsmou 
Mot.ert, _— ELw« tt, Old Hiil, Staffs, Boatman March 14 


Nay_os, fone Rozert, Kingston upon Hull March 15 Brown & Son, Barton on Humber 
Rayvon, ALice Ex1zasetn, Caledonian rd, King’s Cross March 5 


Reep, ALrrep, Stratford, Builder March 12 weer ee Wy 
RicHagpsox, GEORGE CHARLES, Hertfora, Boot Dealer March 3 


side 
ae Sreruey, Dudley, Worcester, Postmaster March 12 Davies, Netherton, 


ey 
Guaxmeraae, Samvury, Moseley, Birmingham 
Simpson, Joun Henry, Londor rd, Southwark, Varnish 


15 Stephenson & Co, Lombard 
Pitminster, Somerset March 19 Kite & Co, 


Feb 20 Hollest & Co, Aldershot 
veh 1 Addleshaw & Co, ster 


Staplehay, 


h 
Hooper & Fairbairn, 
Martin & Nicholson, 


Anning & Co, Cheap- 


March 10 Ryland & Co, Birmingham 
Mannincturer Feb 28 Aird & Co, 


Up gts Church st, Kensington March 5 Tyrrell & Co, 
March 7 Nicholson & Cook, Lo 


Topp, TsAac, Chearsley y, Bucks March2 Buckell & Drew, Senor Iotf W 
| Warp, Eveayor, Olton, Warwick March 10 Ryland & Co, Birm 
WriurAmsoy, Anna, Weston super Mare March14 Stuckey & Co, ton 


at, wy 
bas ST 15 ty 45 


SpaLpinc, Dovetas Buvunt, U; Somes 
Merchant Feb 17 at 12 Bankruptcy bi 
ae 
otel, Ke 
Sroxoz, Toomas, Burley, Leeds Feb15 at 11 Off Rec, 
22, Park row, Leeds 
Scumyver, WILLIAM Tomas, Gravesend, Schoolmaster Feb 
Rochester 


22at1230 115, 
- —. Tea Dealer Feb 16 at 12 


vr Wits, F 

0 

Wass, ue, Sutton ag he AP Grocer Feb 16 at 12.30 
0 , Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 


Watson Wises ak Pau. Wing's. Hs * 
Bankers at ome at 12 Hall a een 


Restaurant, Holborn 
Weus, Epwanp, Liverpool, Wood Turner Feb 16 at 12 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Aucque, Maas am , yee Boot Dealer 
et Jan 
Bary, Joun, Ravenscourt av. - +; come Builder High 


Gourt Pet Jané Ord 
Bavsuaw, Caarves, St Lancs, Draper Liverpool 
Biourt, gon BERG, Sage Derby Pet Jan 30 Ord 


Pet Feb3 Ord Feb3 

me, Eraraim BenJamin Burroy, Parham, Suffolk, 
Farmer Pet Feb2 Ord Feb 2 

Brapovck, Heaseat, Denton, nr Manchester, Painter 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Feb1 Ord Feb 1 


Cannes F, Worthing, Butcher Brighton Pet Jani4 Ord 

Carrer, Grorcz Henny, Newark, yh Potato Merchant 
N Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 

Cartman, WiLt1AmM, Mies Platting, Manchester, Hosier 
Manchester Pet Feb2 Ord Feb 2 : 

CLARKE, wp Hereford, Greengrocer Hereford Pet 
Jan 30 


Cambridge 





Feb 16 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Brappock, Heavert, Denton, nr 7. Folater Feb 
15 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manch 

ay ect A, Marylebone rd ree 16 sat 11 Bank- 

bidgs, Carey st 

me Wiis, Padiham, Feet Grocer Feb 15 at 
11 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Prest 

Davixs, Joun, Walsall, Covered Buckle Manufacturer Feb 
a2atll Off Ree, Wolverhampton 

Dawes, oe ne rt, i Seem Saacneel Victusller Feb 
16 ai Offices, 1 
st, Stafford — , 

i Tuomas, Runcorn, Cheshire, Bricklayer Feb 15 

Otf Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

ener, JoszPn, Goscote Hall Fane, or Sanam, Farmer | 
Feb 15 at 12’ Off Ree, Wolverhampton 

| Hopson, Wict1aM, Cheadle, Saddler Feb 15 at 11.45 North 
Stafford Hotel, Stoke on Trent 

a, Cones Henry, Mfg +m Painter Feb 17 at 

ff Rec. Manchester 


ae....4, JAMES =< The Dyke Park Hotel, nr 
Hotel amped Feb 15 at 12 Off Ree, 4, 
Pavilion , Bri 


Hunt, Tom, Peterborough, Baker Feb 19 at 11.40 Law 
Courts, Peterborough 
Kyicut, Georce Ricuarp, Southsea, Hants, Dealer in 
h phic Sapesesee Feb 16 at 3 Off Ree, Cam- 
Portsmou' 


junc, a 3. th 

ouN, Middlesbrough Feb 19 at 12 Off Rec, 8, 
rd, Middlesbrough 

| Nrxoy, — Leeds Feb 15 at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Park 


row, Leed: 

Cusean Sava No , Beerhouse Keeper Feb 16 
at 12 Off Ree, ony he over st, Nottingham 

| PayNe, oa ig ta Eleven wore ae, Galen, Ion- 
eral Heb 13 at 12 Crypt chm Eastgate row, 


| Pratt, Frank oly, Grocer Feb16at3 Off Rec, 29, 


ae fe Painter ee ease 
House, 


fe..: Yt eee “ti = Taunton 
Feb 13 at11 Off Rec, 5n, "= st, Taunton 
Canseene a, Vi Liverpool, H: osier Feb 5 ati2 Off 
| Surre, = ieee Wiiu1am, Aldershot, Fruiterer Feb 15 
at 12.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 


bri 
| Lucas, 


| BBO e eo Faxpraion, 





‘an 

Ponsnan, Sarat, Runcorn, Chester, Bricklayer Warring- 
ton Pet Feb2 Ord Feb 2 
| Fox. Wii1am, St Germans, Norfolk King’s Lynn Pet 
| Febi Ord Feb1 

GALLIZIA, Agonrame, Southsea, Restaurant Keeper Ports- 
mout th P Pet Jan 8 _ Jan 21 
| ham, Teacher of Languages 


Gaxpet, ALBERT JULES 


Birmingham Pet Per kent ~ Feb 1 
Houmeureys, Roser, ones estiniog, Mer eth, Boot 
oe Maker Pees Pet Febl ori tieb 1 


and Sh 
| JACKSON, GILBERT, x Davip Saira, Car! 
He bgt Lact Vida 
ii e 
Pet Feb1 "Ord Fe 


| Jones, Taomas, Llandudno. f.-— Keeper Bangor 
b3 Ord Feb 


3 
| Ksiaut, George Ricnarp, Southsea Portsmouth 
Feb 3 Ng Smad eb 3 
lo om risol, Jeweller Bristol Pet Jan25 Ord 


MATTHIAS Ricuarp, and Freprrick Grorer MeEviLLe, 
Bristol Pet Jan2i Ord Jan 30 
Mav ivy, FREDERICK JAmEs, Goldhawk rd, 8hi *s Bush, 


| Jackson, SARAH 
ortmadoc 


Fancy Draper High Court Pet Jan 5 Feb3 

Meatses, Tuomas Ankowsurrs, Hove, Sussex Brighton 
Pet April 20 Ord 

Moruis, wave JEuU, Walton, Liverpool Liverpool Pet 
Feb2 Ord Feb2 

Peary, Sanco, Hartlepool Sunderland Pet Feb 1 Ord 


Porter, Joun Wituiam, Fixby, Brighouse, Market 
Gardener x4 . 


Halifax Pet Feb'3 "Ord Feb 3 i 
Pratt, Frank, Shipley, ¥ Grocer Bradford Pet Feb 
2 Ord Feb2 


Reynarp, Frepericx, Harrogate, Painter York Pet Feb 1 
Ord Feb 1 : 


Ricuarps, Davip, Ammanford, Banksman at 

then Pet Feb2 Ord Feb2 

Ricwagps, Vanoouver ALEXANDER, nr 
Taunton Pet Jan 20 ag | 


Rusasy, James Witu1am, North Kyme, Lines, Licensed 
Victualler Boston Pet Feb 2 Ord Feb 2 


Sanpirorp, Arruur, Liverpool, Hosier Liverpool Pet 
Feb 2 Ord 


Feb 2 
Suaw, Anraurg Hamans Plows, Cranbrook, Kent, — 
Hastings 


Pro 
Pet Feb3 Ord Feb3 
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Cmerene, Daseeees, Ce Charsfield, Suffolk, Farmer Ipswich 


Pet Feb 2 

Suitn, Witiam ae. — Suffolk, Florist 
Ipswich Pet Feb2 rd Feb 

Srencer, Harry Hov-z, Kettering, Builder Northampton 

etJun9 Ord Feb 

Spurr. Henry Rey eee Heaton Chapel, nr Manchester, 
Estate Agent Manchester Pet De211 Ord Febl 

Tanner, Ricuarp. Clevedon, Somerset, Builder Bristol 
Pet Feb1 Ord Feb 3 

Tuomas, Davip, Aberdare, Innkeeper Aberdare Pet Feb 
1 Ord Feb1 

Tuompson, Gzorce. Thorpe, nr Wakefleld, Market Gardener 
Wakefield Pet Feb2 Ord Fed 2 

Warp, Cuaries Georce. Fulham rd, Contractor High 
Court Pet Nov19 Ord Feb1 

Warpiez, Mary, Bickerton, nr Malpas, General Dealer 
Crewe Pet Jan 25 Ord Feb2 

Warsox, Witiiam, and Pavut Prieiverer, Liverpool, 

Bankers High Court Pet Jan 30 Ord Feb1 

Wess, Epwarp, Liverpool, Wood Turner Liverpool Pet 
Jan16 Ord Feb 2 

White, Epwanrp, Ludham, Norfolk High Court Pet Dec2 
Ord Feb 1 


Woopeate, Hersert Ferpix “a Buckingham gate High 
Court Pet Nov17 Ord Feb 

Woo.tuiams, Ernest Epwarp 2 Wititam LArpner 
Woo.iams, Adlestrop, Gios, Farmers Cheltenham 
Pet Feb1 Ord Feb1 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Hices, Curistorner, Hopesay, Salop, Farmer 
‘Adju Dec 8, 1902 Annul Jan 1 1904 


L2ominster 


London Gazette.—Tvxrspay, Feb. 9. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Anwtes, JAues Lanamay, Devon County Prison, poe 
Comm Jan Ord 


Traveller Plymouth et 
Feb 5 
ARMOUR, >_< Penzance, Secondhand Furniture 
Dealer Truro Pet Feb5 Ord Febd 
Bartow, Cuarves Wittiam, Barrow in eesnens, Plumber 


win Furness Pet Jan22 Ord Feb 

Bravsury, Tom, Hinckley, Leicester, at nt Leicester 
Pet Feb5 O:d Feb5 

Baooxs, Saran, Pedmore, ae, Licensed Victualler 
Stourbridge Pet Jan5 Ord Feb 

Catvertr, H Hav oe Hotel Cecil High Court Pet 
Sept 18 Ord Feb 

Ciew.ey. WILLIAM, Stafford, Licensed Victualler Stafford 
Pet Feb5 Ord Feb5 

CarssweLL, Henry, Leominster, Butcher Leominster Pet 
Feb 6 Ord Feb 5 

Exsrox, Artiive Wittiam, Leyton, Roan Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Jan zi Ord Feb5 

Fizrciues, Abrayam, Newthorpe, Greasley, Notts, General 
Dealer No ham Pet reb3 Ord Feb 3 

Hasrop, Grorce, jun, Gt Yarmouth, Licensed Victualler 
Gt Yarmouth Pet Feb6 Ord Feb 6 

Heatn, GuerNwoop, Mickletown, Methley, Yorks, Farmer 
Wak: Pet Feb6 Ord Feb6 

JounsuN, ARCHIBALD Mason, Sparkhill, Worcester, Clerk 
Birmingh «in Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 

Jouxsox, Leoxax 3 Sheffield, Builder Sheffield Pet 
Jan 22 Ord Feb 

Joses, Cuar.es a and Atrrev Jones, Swansea, 
Cab Proprietors Swapvsea Pet Feb6 Ord Feb 6 

Kosainsky, Lewis, Pontygwaith, Glam, Glazier Ponty- 
pridd Pet Feb 4 Ord Feb4 

Las, ANNIE, a Dealer in Fancy Goods Brighton 

Pet Feb 4 Ord Feb 4 

Lawrtox, Pavt, Droylsden, nr Manchester, Warehouseman 
Ashton under Lyte Pet Feb4 Ord Feb4 

Liypsay, Davin, Middlesbrough, Billiard Marker Middles- 
brough Ord Frb4 Ord Feb4 

Litttz, Henry Avcustus,1un, Brandall, Norfolk, Boat 
Builder Norwich Pet Feb5 Ord Feb5 

LittLer Jo3krs, Earlestown, Lancs, Grocer Warrington 
Pet Feb6 Ord Fob6 

Lury, Harrorp, awe Flour Factor Southampton 
Pet Feb5 Ord F 

Mappox, W111i» Hee > , Shrewsbury, Licensed Victualler 

sbury Pet Jan 31 Ord Feb 1 

Masoy, Joszru Hanrowp, Bridlington, Insurance Agent 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Feb 4 Ord Feb 4 

— } Bradford, Surgeon Bradford Pet Feb 5 

Moons, Faasx, Leeds Leeds Pet Feb5 Ord Feb5 

Ockgnspen, Epucuxp Pauwer, Kiogston upon Thames, Iron- 
moager Kingston, Surrey Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 5 

OxsreinG, Feank, Sheffield, Motor Dealer Shefficld Pet 


Jan 16 Ord Feb 5 

Potury, Wir1iam, Sontag, Oxford, Builder Oxford Pet 
Feb5 Ord Feb5 

Poors, Hersert Evwanv, Wolstanton, Cashier Hanley 
Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 


Powszy, Tuomas Sueve.axp, Merthyr Tydfil, Baker 
Merthyr Tydtl Pet Feb5 Ord Feb5 

SetcavigLp, ALyaep Fountrais, Hampstead, 
High Court Pet Dec24 Ord Feb 4 

Sarre, Farperick Wittiam, Cheltenham Cheltenham 
Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 

oe fone Box Epwaxp, Sheffield, Grocer Shefticld Pet Jan 


Carpenter 


Feb 4 
Srxaute & Horsey, Tooley st, Provision Merchants High 
Court Pet Jan 15 Ord Feb 4 
Srxatrox, WittiaMm, Goosey, nr Faringdon, Berks, Farmer 
Oxford Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 5 


Taywon, Evwix, Leeds, Hay Merchant York Pet Feb5 
Ord Feb 5 co Mater’ 


Toxcixs, Jauzs, and Feaxk Tomzix, Wellingborough, 
ay Manufacturers Northampton Pet Jan 26 


Dé 

Tenenees Fraxx Benyanp, Setabeeon h, Watchmak 

Liacoin Pet Feb5 Ord Feb —_ = 6 

Vicxess, Waiter Eowanp, Newton Heath, Hawker Man- 
chester Pet Feb4 


Wau, gesnee St 


bees E C, Hounslow Brentford Pet Jan 2 Ord 

5 

Wanp, Manx Isaac, Bristol, Builder Bristol Pet Feb 6 
Ord Feb 6 


Wo seLey, #pwarp Tatsot, Weybridge HighCourt Pet 
Dec16 Ord Feb 4 

Woo .tart, SAMUEL ya a, Rugby, CoalAgent Coventry 
Pet Janz9 Ord 

Worpiea, GrorcEe im + a Wolverhampton, Baker 
Wolverhampton Pet Feb 4 Ord Feb 4 

Wray, Tuomas. Louth, Stonemason GtGrimsby Pet Jan 
21 Ord Feb 2 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ASHKENAZI, JosEra, eng Shipper Feb 17 at3 Off 
Ree, Byrom st, Mancheste 

BersarpD, Epwarps, & aan, Ny Sen Coal Factors 
Feb 20 at3 Bell Hotel, Glouceste: 

Bisnor, Ronert, Windsor Feb 17 at 3 14, Bedford row 

Borratt, Ernram Benxsamin Button, Barham, | Suffolk, 
Farmer Feb 19 at 2.30 36, Princes st, Ipswi 

Brown, WI1titAM Eryest, Edenbrid Kent Neb 17 at 
11.30 24, Railway soe, Fant London Bridge 


CaLverT, HAve.ock, — 8 Feb 19 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Care: 
Carpen, F, Worthing, Bu - Feb 25 at 10.30 Off Rec, 


4, Pav ition bldgs, Brighton 
CARTER, GrorGce Henry, Newark, Notts, Potato Merchant 
‘eb 17 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 


ham 
Cartman, Wii1u1amM, Manchester, Hosier Feb 17 at 3.30 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


CLARKE, Wasaan, Earlestown, Lancs, Gentlemen’s Outfitter 
Feb 19 at 2, 30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Davik, Jouy, Liverpool, Feb 17 at 12 Off Rec, 
85, Victoria st, Live 1 

Dusn, Juun Wittam, irk Merrington, Durham, Miuer 
Feb 17 at 3 Off Rec, 25, John st, Sunderland 

Durpy, Wit.iam. Branton ‘Cantley, nr Doncaster, Farmer 
Feb 17 at 12 Off nec, Figtree In, Sheffieid 

Durer, C.iirrorp H, Kingston upon dull, Iron Merchant 
Feb 17 at 12 Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 

Exstoyx, Arruur Wiiu1am Leyton, Essex "Roan Manufac- 
turer Feb19 at1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Fisuer, Wititam, Low Drewton, nr South anh Farmer 
Feb 17 at 11 Off Rec, Trinity House ln, 8 

Fox, Wiuam, Wiggenhall St Germans, Norfolk Feb 18 
at 10.45 Court House, King’s Lynn 


Gopparp, CHARLES GaRBUTT ove, Sussex, Motor 
Engineer Feb 17 at 11.30 or Bee, 4, Pavilion bldg:, 
Brighton 


Gupery, CHABLES, Bedford, Farmer Feb 19 at 12.30 Off 
Ree, Bridge st, Northampton 

Harpuipee, 8 Annerre, Liverpool. Dressmaker Feb 17 at 
2.30 Off Rec, 25, Victoria st Liverpool 

Haz.iepise, Frank Haroup, Lozells, Ast: n, Birmingham, 
Kiuiterer’s Saleman Feb 17 at 11 174, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 

Henpy, Jang, and Henry Henvy, Pamaaes, Boat Owners 
Fed 17 at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Trur 

Hum, Grorce, Lowestoft, Harness Maker Feb 17 at, 12.30 
Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Jackxsoy, GILBERT, and Davip Sarrn, Carlisle, Electrical 
Engineers Feb 22at3 Off Rev, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

JeyNes, ALBERT GroRGE, Easton, Bristol, Builder Feb 17 
atll45 Off Kee, 26, Baldwin st, Biistol 

Kysicnrs, WALTER WILLIAM, New Sampford, Essex, 
 erreng Feb 17 at 10.15 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cam- 

ridge 

LABLE, Tome, Brighton, Dealer in Fancy Goods Feb 17 
atl2 Off Rec. 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Lixpsay, Davi, Middiesbrou h, Billiard Marker Feb 19 
at 12 Off Rec, 8, Albert , Middlesbrough 

Lirt_e, RicnarD James, frinton on Sea, Essex, Fruiterer 
Feb 17 at 11 Cups Hotel, Colchester 

Lez. Hersert, Eckington, Derby, Confectioner Feb 19 at 
1.30 Avge) Hotel, Chestertield 

Lyycu, WitiiaM, and Fsxank Lynca, Sheffield, Metal Mer- 
chants Feb 17 at 12.30 Off Ree, Figtree la, Sheffield 

Marston, WALTER, Sheffield, Grocer Feb 17 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, Figtree ln, Sheffi 

Mayon, Isaac, Camomile st, Merchant Feb 19 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Meave, Harry, Bradford, Surgeon Feb 19 at3 Off Rec, 
29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Moorz, F Rank, Leeds, Yorks Feb 17 at 11 Off Rec, 22, 
Park row, L 

Peaxce, Tuomas Ouv eR, and WixiiaAm Pearce, Bangor, 
Tailors Feb 17 at 3 Crypt chmbrs, Kastgate row, 
Coester 

Porter, Joun Wiiiam, Fixby, Fs Brighouse, Market 
Gardener Feb 17 at 3 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, 
Halitax 

Ricnaros, Davin, Tirydail, Ammanford, Capt, 
Banksman at Colliery Feb 20 at 12.15 Off Rec, 4 
Queen st, Carmarthen 

Rocuester, Geurce, North Shields, Builder Feb 17 at 12 
Otf Rec, 30, Moai: st, Newcastle on Tyne 

RoTuwe.u, "Amos, Oicham, Warper Feb 17 on 11 Off Rec, 
Greaves st, Oidham 

SancTuasy, Rozexr, Dersingham, Norfolk, Bootmaker 
Feb 18 at 1° 30 Court house, King’s Lynn 

Sercurizyp, Atyrep Fountain, Ye Carpenter 
Feb 1€at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Saarre, WILLIAM, BExJ amin, Tetbury, Glos, Farmer Feb 
17 at 12 Off Ree, 38 38, Regent circus, Swindon 

SuAw, ARTHUR Hemans Piows, Cranbrook, Kent, Surgeon 
March 8 ut 11.30 County Court Offices, 24, Cambridge 


rd, Hastings 

SuErraRD, Freperick, Charsfield, Suffolk, Farmer Feb 
19 at 3 46, Princes at, Ipswich 

Suitu, Lawnence, Kidsgrove, staffe, Grocer Feb 17 at 
1130 Off Rec, Newcastle, staff tiord 

Surra, SAmvEL Haney, and Feypexicx Hewson Sxi7TH, Gt 
Yarmouth, Builders Feb 19 at 2.45 Star Hotel, Gt 
Yarmouth 

Suita, WittiAmM Hewxny, Hadleigh, Suffolk, Florist Feb 
19 at 2 36, Princes’ st, Ipswich 





‘et Feb 4 Ord F 
Electrical Engineer Gt 
Pet “oD Pa Ord Ond Bobs 








Sreinveno, Hyman, Liv Jol, Draper Feb 17 at 3 Off 


Sreaute & Horsey, Tooley *, Ota Machen il Feb 
18 at 12 Bankruptcy bl 

Srurt, ALFRED AMBROSE, dred , Tnnkeeper 
March 2at11 17, High st, Lewes 

Tanne. Brcnarp, Clevedon, Somerset. pullin Feb 17 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Brist 

TayLorn, Epwiy, Leeds, Hay pwmey Feb 19 at 129 
Off Rec, The Rea House Duncombe —% York 

Taomwrson. GeouGe Ropert, Thorpe, nr Wuketield, 
= Feb 17 at 11 Uff Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wake. 
fi 

Vickers, WALTER Epwarp, Newton Heath, Manchester, 
Hawker Feb 19at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Warp, Mark Isaac, Bristol, Builder Feb 17 at 19 Of 
Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Wankeuam, Eavest Sipvey, Blandford, Dorset, Grocer Feb 
17 at 12.45 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless 'st, Sali 

WEsT, ALFRED WiiuiaM Lea, Amwgton, nr Tamw 


arwick, Farmer Feb 18 at 2.30 174, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 
West, Henry Lea, Tamworth, Warwick, Marke 


Content Feb 18 at 2 174, Corporation st, Birming. 


am 
Wotuse.zy, Epwarp Tarsot, Weybridge Feb 17 at y 
Ba ptey bldgs. st 
Woo ttatt, Samvet Epwarp, Rugby, Coal ued Feb 19 
at 3.30 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventr: 
Yenpo.yi, Harry, Tredegar, Licensed Victualler 
12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


AnaLer, Ratru carom, Rereneueet rd, Finsbury Park 

High Court Pet Jan4 Ord 

Pe. nk, ANDREW, Penzance eoeniioons Furniture Dealer 
Truro Pet Feb 5 Ord Feb5 

Brapsury, Tou, Hinckley, Leicester Contractor Leicester 
Pet Feb5 Ord Feb5 

Brooks, SARau, Pedmore, Worcester, Licensed Victualler 
Stourbridge Pet jon 5 Ord Feb 3 

Cirarke, Wats, Earlstown, Lancs, Outfitter Warrington 
Pet Jan 20 Ord Feb4 

Copp, Joun Arruur, wy <4 ase Middlesex Chelms. 
ford Pet Nov25 Ord 

Couns, James WILLIAM, Snadiend, Kent, Butcher Maid- 
stone PetJan8 Ord Feb5 

Cresswe.i, Henry, Leominster, Butcher Leominster Pe 
Feb5 Ord Feb5 

Cross, George Henry Joun, Sane’ s inn rd, Draper High 
Court Pet Jan 22 Ord Feb 

Favu.kyes, Joun, South Shore,  Slackpocl, Corn Merchant 
salford Pet’ Feb3 Ord Keb 6 

F.etcHer, ABgaAHam, Newthorpe, Greasley, Notts, General 
Dealer Noistingham Pet Feb3 Ord Feb3 

Gopparp, CuaRes GArsort, Hove, Sussex, Motor Engineer 
Brighton Pet Feb3 Ord Feb 4 

HaprieLtp, Epwarp, Urmswn, nr Manchester, Insurance 

Agent Salfurd Pet Jan15 Ord Feb4 

Harrvup, GrorGe, jun, Gt Yarmouth, Licensed Victualler 
Gt Yarmouth Pet Feb6 Ord Feb 6 

Heartu, Greenwoop, Methley, Yorks, Butcher W akefield 
Pet Feb 6 Ord Feb 6 

Henpy, Janz, and Henry — , Penzance, Boat Owners 
Truro Pet Feb2 Ord Feb 

Hes.or, MarMapuKg, Bradford, ” Hay Merchant Bradford 
Pet Jano Ord Feb 6 

Jones, Cuarues Wivtiam, and Atrrep Jones, Swansea, 

Cab Proprietors Swansea Pet Veb6 Ord Feb6é 

Kine, Herveat Sinciair Soursey, Throgmorten ay Hi 
Court Pet Nov30 Ora Feb 4 

Kowginskxy, Lewis, (want Ae Glam, Glazier 
pridd Pe. Feb4 Ord Feb 4 

Lawroy, Pav, Drovisden, nr Manchester, oy mac 

ton under Lyne Pet Febi Ord F 

Linpsay, Davin, East Middlesbrough, Yorks, Billiard 
Marker Middlesbrough Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 

Lirriz, Henry Avucustvus, jun, Brundau, Norfolk, Boat 
Builder Norwich Pet Beb5 Ord Feb 5 

Litres, Josara, Earlestown, Lancs, Grocer Warrington 
Pet Feb6 Ord Feb 6 

Lovet, Francis Or.ey, South Hampstead, Practi- 
tioner Court PetJanl Ord Feb 

Lury 3, Gazrorp, Southampton, Flour Factor ouith wad 
Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 5 

wer os Haro.p, Kingston upon Hull, Insurance 

Kingston upon Huil Pet Feb 4 Ord Feb 4 

sume t Tansy, Bradford, Surgeon Bradford Pet Feb 5 

Ord Feb 5 


Moorz, Feanx, Leeds Leeds Pet Feb5 Ord Febi 


O’Hatioran, Tuomas Joseru, Grorce CuHrisTorHss 
Bouttoy Cuttey, and Eanerr ware, Clerkenwell rd 
High Court Pet Jan7 Ord Feb 3 

Peausun, Fanny Evizapers, a Yorks, Builder 
Sheffield Pet Jan4 Ord Feb6 

Pmitiips, Marx, Moss: Side, nr Manchester, Hardware 
Dealer Salford Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 4 

PoLugy, ‘ome Cowley, Oxford, Builder Oxford Pet 
Feb5 Ord Feb5 

Poorz, Herserr Kpw 71 D, Wolstanton, Cashier Hanley 
Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 

Powyry, Tuomas td LAND, Merthyr ‘Tydfil, Baker 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Feb5 Ord Feb5 

South, Fauperick \y oom Cheltenham Cheltenham Pe 
Feb 4 Ora Feb 4 

Siva, Farveriok Wit. AM, Aldershot, Fruiterer Guild- 
ford Pet Jan28 Ord Feb 4 

Suirn, Ricnagp, West Wycombe, Chair 
Aylesbury Bet Jan8 Ord Feb 6 

SratpinG, Dovaias Biunt, Upper Thame» st, Paper Met- 
chant High Court Pet Jani1l Ord Feb 6 

Sreut, Joun Hexry Dixon, Union ct, Old Broad st High 
Court Pet Jan4 Ord Feb 6 

Sreg,, Wituiam Groruz, Union ct, Old Broad st High 

Pet Jan4 Ord Feb4 

Sreinsarc, Hymay, 

Feb6 

Srration, WiLL1AM, Goosey, nr pemtngeen, Berks, Farmer 

Oxford Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 


Feb 17 at 


Ponty- 


Manufacturer 


Liverpool, Draper Liverpool Ord 





Ree, 35, Victoria st, 


Liverpool 


Pariey, Eee, Leeds, Hay Merchant York Pet Febs 





Nori! 
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—_—_—- 
, Frank BERNARD, Galebeme Lines, Watch- 
maker Lincoln Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 


, WALTER Epwarp, Newton Heath, Y, pemncane iti vin 
Veaeker Manchester Pet Feb4 Ord Feb | oe ays «4 
Wats, Caanres, Gt Grimsby, — Engineer Gt Abstracts Copied en a per sheet. 
Grimsby Pet Feb2 Ord Feb Briefs and Drafts ws we 2-8 per 20 folios. 
WoouraTt, SAMUEL oy Rugby, Coal Agent Coventry Deeds Round Hand... "0 2 per folio. 
Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 Deeds Abstracted ‘.. ... 2 0 per sheet. 
Worptey, GEORGE FRreverick, Wolverh mates, Baker Full Copies 0 2 per folio. 


Wolverhampten Pet Feb4 Ord Fe 
Wray, Tuomas, Louth, Stonemason Gt Grimsby Pet 
Jan 21 Ord Feb 3 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Ancuzn, Enyest Rosert, Burton on Trent, Butcher 
Burton on {Trent Adjud June 1, 1895 Annul Jan 20, 
1904 





AND “GENERAL “LIFE 
is OFFICE, 

. 10, Fiert-strert, Lonpoy, E.C., 
8th February, 1904. 

Notice 1s Heresy Given that tte ANNU. ‘AL GENERAL 
MEETING of the Society will be held at this Office on 
Tvespay, the 23np Fesrvary, 1904, at Two 0 ‘clock 

At such Meeting six vacancies in the Direction then to be 
created by the retirement in rotation of His Honour J udge 
Francis Henry Bacoy; Epuunp H. Exzis-Danvers, Esq.; ; 
Wii. Henry SALTWELL, Esq.; A. Grant Merk, Esq. ; 
Antuur Joun Fixcu, Esq. ; "and R. Watrer Tweepir. Esq., 
will be filled up. ‘Also aoe BaaGauiay, Esq.. K C. (a 
Director elected since the Jast Annual Meeting), will retire 
from office, but is eligible for re-election. 

The Auditors, Messrs. DeLoirre, Dever, Grirrirus, & 
(Co., also retire at such Meetin 

Written notice of the intention of any person to become, 
cr:to propose, a Candidate for the Office of Director or 
Auditor, must be left at the Office of the Society at least 
ten days before the holding of the Meeting. 

The Directors and Auditors retiving in rotation -are 
digible for immediate re-election 

E. COLQUHOUN 
Actuary and Secretary. 


HE LIVERPOOL BOARD of LEGAL 
STUDIES.— The ANNUAL MEETING of the 
LIVERPOOL BOARD of LEGAL STUDIES will ‘be 
held on MONDAY, the 22nd inst., at 5.30 p.m., in the 
Library of the Incorporated Law Society of Live 1, at 
10, Cook-street, when ar Address wili be delivered by the 
President of the: Law Society (J. E. Gray Bill, Esq.) on 
“ Efforts to Establish Unifurm Maritime Laws.”’ 
-The Enoch Harvey Prize and the Timpron Martin and 
Atkinson Gold Medals for 1903, together with the Prizes 
and Scholarships won by Students attending the Board’s 
Lectures during the Session 1902-1903, will be presented on 
the same occasion by the Honourable the Vi ioo-Uhaneallay 
Sir Samuel Hall, K.C., Chairman of the Board 


R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 

INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS; payment by result. 

—Particulars on —— personally or by letter, at 93, 
Chancery Lane, 


7 AV. .—Solicitor (23; admitted April, 1903) 
Desires Berth as Managing Clerk; experienced in 
Conveyancing, Rev eK Accounts, and Office Routine, &c.— 
G., 5, Fellows-road, N. 


OLICITORS’ EXAMINATIONS. — Mr. 
THOMAS R. FROST, Solicitor, COACHES Candi- 
dates for the Preliminary, Intermediate, and Final Exami- 
nations. in Class or by ‘Correspondence. —For particulars 
apply Tuomas R. Frost, 38, Chancery-lane, London. 


QOLICITOR (28), M.A. Oxon., admitted 
1903, Desires Conveyancing Clerkship ; salary £100.— 
596, ‘ Solicitors’ Journal ’’ Office, 27, Chancery-lane, 


Stanton in Sot TYPIST (Lady) Requires 
Bega in Solicitor’s Office; 5$ years’ experience ; 
30s.—Address, F. D , 108, Hillfield-av., Hornsey, N. 


IMES LAW REPORTS.—For Sale, Four 
_ Volumes (1899 to 1903); half morocco; perfect 
condition. — Box 605, ‘Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 27, 
Chancery-lane, W.C. 


WO Large, Light Rooms to Let at 34, 
Palmeraton- seed, Southsea ; prominent position, and 

over large business premises ; exceptional ———— for 
young solicitor or branch ; rent £60.—Apply, 23, Chandos- 
t, Portsmouth. 


























AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 


PAPER. wenn. 1d. “per ‘sheet ; Draft, $d. ditto; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 
WANTED. .—Freehold Shops or Ground- 


rents, in or near London, for the investment of 
Prince’s-strect, 





£25,000. — address, Mr. Hawnamret, 1, 


Westminster, 8.W. 








19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, | ° 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C. 
Assets - «#« « £158,006. 
CHAIRMAN : 


Sir st WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Barr., dP., 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, ‘Temple, EA 
Prompt and Liberal ‘Advances to Purchase, Build, 

Improve Freehold, Leasehold, or Copyhold Property. 
Borrowers Interest 4 per “cent. Monthly repayments, 
which include Principal, Premium, and Interest for each 
£100: 10 years, £1 1s. 1d.; 12 years, 18s. 4d.; 15 years, 15s. 6d., 
18 years, 14s. 2d.; 21 years, 12s. 11d. Survey Fee to £500, 


half-a-guinea 
Prospectus free of FREDERICK LONG, Manager. 





Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON, AND RAVENSCROFT 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 





BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENTS 
To H.M. THE KING and H.M. THE QUEEN. 
Robe Makers to the Lord Chancellor and Judges. 
ROBES FOR KING’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
COURT SUITS IN CLOTH AND VELVET. 
Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, ‘Town Clerks, 
Clerks of the Peace, and Coroners. 
CORPORATION AND UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 








BY AUTHORITY 





Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 


Suare Certiricates, Desentures, &c., engraved and 
printed. Orricrtat SEALs designed and execu 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 

Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 

49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 
NOW READY, SECOND EDITION. PRICE 5s. 
A Practical Handbook to the Companies Acts. 
By Francis J. Green, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 





FFICE (close to Mansion House, E.C.).— 
Firm of Estate Agents would Share seme with Country 
Solicitor or others wishing for town address, or to interview 
clients. Apply, first instance. Box 604, care of “‘ Solicitors’ 
Journal ” Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W. ta) 


FREEHOLD GROUND-RENTS. — To 
Trustees and Others. - A compact Parcel of £311 per 
apnum, well secured upon established and fully-let pro- 
Perties in populous district; price only £7,300, under vi 
years’ purchase, — G. H. Parcerer, 9, Tronmonger-lane, £.C 


£50) to £25,000, 


on permanent mortgage can be immediately 
arranged on good Freehold or Leasehold Securities, Rever- 
sions, Absolute Life Interests, or other eligible Securities. 
Weeklies not entertained. ‘Not trust funds. — A ply, 








or Upwards.—Loans 


FAALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, |; 


LimiTeo, 
PRINTERS, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Paruramentary Briis, Minutes or Evivence, Booxs 0} 
Rererence, Statements or Ciaim, Answers, &c., &c. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS, 
And all General and Commercial Work, 
Every desoription of Printing. 


Gertie ened and 
Blair, Ga: 


HEARTH: Messrs. 
Robertshaw, Arthur Chesney ; 
Empsie Bowman, Webster, Grim-ton, Ewell, C.ement, 
Sidney, Mildmay, Fane; Titheradge, May Martyn. 


Rudge Harding; 
Arthur Jones, Mrs. Charles Calvert. 
WIDOW WOOS: Mr. Rd Valentine, Mr. 
Allan, Master W. Cross, Miss Mary Brough. 


HIS MAJESTY’S. 

THIS EVENING, at 8.15, THE DARLING OF THE 
viland, Mr. Basil Gill, 

. I. Fi ’ Mr. Lyn Hardi 
Mr. Cecil Rose, Mr.jric Leslie, Mr. Francis Chamier ; Mies 
L-na Ashwell, Miss Maud Hildyard, Miss Hilda Grey, Mrs. 


Stanislaus Caihaem, Mi ss Sydney Fairbrother, 


THEATRES 


Fraser, Florence 


THIS EVENING, 


the Grigolatis, &e, 


ATET 
THIS EVENING, at 8.0, THE ORCHID: Mesdames 
Marie Studholme, Gabrielle Ray, nee. ems 


MARKET. 
Mr. Herbert Waring. 


William Ha 


St. Cyr, Miss E. Seemest. 


IMP 
THIS EVENING, at 8.30, 
Mr. Lewis ‘es Mr. Charles Fulton, Mr 
ston, Mr. A. E. 


Woolfe, Mr. W. W: 


ton, Miss Helen Leyton, 


YRIC, 


Philip H. Bracy, A. J Braye 
O'Sullivan. 


THIS EVENING, at 8.0, 


Kavanagh, and Arthur Roberts. 


George Alexander, 
Swete, E. Vivian ——, 
Hignett, A. 

clou , &e. ; Mesiames Elinor Aickia, F 
and Miss Lilien Braithwaite. 


George Fuller 


Messrs. Arthur Williams, 
Picton Rox’ 
A. rs 


R. Cecil, 
Saulgn Deane Hilda Trevel: yan. 


TERRY'S. 
THIS EVENING, at 9.0, LOVE IN 
Messrs. , Brandon 


. F. Randle, H. Gal 


Bonfield, Phitip Darwin, W. 
Rosine Fil Irene Rooke, Ji 


LITTLe c RISTINA, 


VAUDEVILLE. 








Wituiam P, Neat, Esq., Solicitor, Pinner’s Hall, 
Wi t, Lon on B.C, 


NORWICH STRERT, FETTER LANE, LONOUN, E.C. 


A. Li 


Louis Bradfield, 


Rowlands, Gertrude Aylward, 
Ediss; Messrs. George "Grossmith, jun., L. Steckieden 
Harry Grattan, Robert Nainby, A. Hatherton, Will Bishop, 
G. Gregory, H. Taylor, H. Lewis, and Edmund P ayne. 


ADELPHI. 
THIS EVENING, at 815, THE EARL AND THE 
Passm H. 


GIRL: Messrs. Walter ore. 
Dixon, M. R. Morand, Elliston, Crompton, Pi 
ae Torrence, and Robert 


ton, J. C. 


Evett ; Mesdames Agnes 
Lloyd, Helen Kinnaird, Hart-Dyke, 
Phyllis Broughton, ond Louie Pounds. 
APOLLO. 
at 8.15, MADAME SHERRY: 
Mesdames Florence St. John, Norma Whalley, Jeannie Mac- 
donald, Ethel Grace, Dorrien Hood, Jevsie root and 
Ruth Lincoln ; Messrs. W. k King- 
horne, Bertram Binyon, Charles Angelo, 
B. Dudley, and Fred Emney. 
DRURY LANE THEATRE ROYAL. 
NH ae g Director, Arthur Collins. 
TWICE DAILY, at 1.30 and 7.30, HUMPTY DUMPTY: 


tiene Adnes, 


Required, on Debentures, at 
£35, 000 ee er Cent.—Apply, Farpericx | Dan —— Harry Randall, Herbert Campbell, George 
TeMpPLe 133, Pall Mall Sw Bastow, H. J. Ward, Arthur Conquest ; ove, 
- Louise Willis, Ruth Lytton, Ethel Negretti, the Biseras, 


GARRICK 
THIS EVENING, at 8.15, THE CRICKET ON THE 
J. H. Barnes, Frank Mills, 
Misses Jessie Bateman, 


Jerrold 


HAY 
THIS EVENING, at 9.0, JOSEPH ENTANGLED: Mr. 
Cyril Maude, Mr. 
Mr Charles Sugden, Mr. Edmund Maurice, Mr. 
Sothern, Mr. Kenneth Douglas, = Frederick Volpé, Mr. 
Miss Beatrice Ferrar, Miss Winifred 


Ellis Jeffreys ; 
= 


At 8.20, THE 
‘Charles 


ing, 


ERIAL. 
A ag ROMANCE: 


. Thomas — 
. 


Lewis, Mr. Tom Heselwood, Mr. John Byron, Mr. 
MoGuinness ; M Miss = Thompson, Miss Constance Wal- 
— Patrick Campbell. 


PRINCE OF WALES’. 
THE OF 


ST. JAMES’S. 
THIS EVENING, at 8.20, OLD HEIDELBERG 
"Messrs. ‘J.D. Beveridge, E. 
Ernest Leicester, 


Mr. H. Savile, Mr. Eric Scott, 


8. B. Brereton, Mr. Me. Walter Howe, Mr. Owen Roughwood, 
Mr. Frank alle Keene, Mr. 


Arthur 
Cecil 


Mesdames Edna i Violet . Vidal 

Marianne Caldwell, Billie Burke, Pauline Chase, Percival, 

Wilkes, Lulu Valli, "Ruby Celeste Messrs. leur Andrews , 
am ,0. B. Clarence, John , Ri 


Lyall 
y 
R. 


R. Staveley, R. Dalton, B. Fuir- 


rances Wetherall, 


SAVOY. 
THIS EVENING, at8 0, THE LOVE BIRDS: Messrs. 
den, Bertram Wallis, Lawrence Gross- 
= Arthur Longley, — Eadie, Fred Leslie 
Mesdames Bianche Ring, Lottie Venne, Noel 
Reville, Connie Powell, Louise Raymond, Maudi Darrell, 
Nellie Seymour, Edith Nevill, Cousins, on Kate Cutler. 


, Mervyn 


Proprietor and Manager, Mr. Frank Curzon 
THIS EVENING, at 8.0, A CHINESE HONBY MOON: 
E. Boyd Jones, 
, Farren Soutar; Mmes. Marie Dainton, 
ton, Mf. Cassel, B, Culpia, 
Marie Daltra, M. George, F. Wright, M. Sta er, 


Percy Clifton, 


4 COTTAGE: 


A.V 


Frank 
Sydney Blow, J. A. Bentham, Herbert V 
ac ins, Go ae 


Beaumont. Preeeded, at 8.0, by” IB 


on 


A. 
TO-DAY, at 2.0 and 8.0, THE CHERRY GIRL: Miss 
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Inebriety and the Abuse of Drugs. 


PLAS ~ YN~ DINAS, | 
Dinas Mawddwy, Merioneth. | 
| 


FOR TREATMENT OF INBBRIETY AND 
ABUSE OF DRUGS. 


MABIE HOUSE, 


Near DUMFRIES, SCOTLAND. 
FOR LADIES ONLY. 


Mepicat ATTENDANT: 
J. BROWNLEE SHAW, M.B., C.M. (Edin.). 


For Terms, &c., apply, 
Mrs. CORNER, Mabie Houss, Dumfries. 
Telegraphic Address—‘ REST, DUMFRIES.” 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. +| ‘Ase.ieo EPPS’S Tins onvy. 
SORENESS AND DRYNE! 


DALRYMPLE HOME, | _soarseness, TICKLING AND IRRITATION. 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. TH RO AT COU G H 


For Gentlemen, und ivately. 
ttm. SOFTEN AND CLEAR THE VOICE. 
F. ALWAYS EFFECTIVE. 


8. D. HOGG, M.R.C.S., &e., | 1D__y UJ U B ES—1 31° 


Medical Superintendent. 
JAMES EPPS & OO. Sas Homeopathic Chemists, 


BRAND'S 
MEAT JUICE 
FOR INVALIDS. 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 








For Gentlemen of the Upper 
Glasses only. 

TERMS: From Srx Guineas A WEEK. 
Shooting—Well preserved, over 22,000 acres, 
Fishing - 24 miles, including trout, servin, and salmon. 
References— 

Dr. Geo. Savace, 3, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 
— w. 
Dr. D. Ferrier, 34, Cavendish-square, W. 
For Prospectus, &c., apply— 
Dr. M. WALKER, 
Plas-yn- Dinas, 





J.P., 
Dinas Mawddwy. 








AND 





Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-99. 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 


For the Treatment of Gentlemen suffering from Inebriety 
and Abuse of Drugs. In a most healthy, picturesque, and 
secluded part of the country, 14 hours from Liverpool-street, 
about 400 feet above sea-level; 10} acres of grounds. 
Heated by hot-water apparatus. Electric light throughout. 
Healthy employment and recreation. Workshops, Poultry 

‘arm, Gardening, Cricket, Tennis, Golf, Library, Music, 
Billiards, Dark Room for Photography, &c. Patients may 
enter under the Acts or privately. Terms: 13-3 Guineas. 
Electric Light and Heat Baths, &c.—Apply to 

Resipent Mepicat SuPERINTENDENT or SECRETARY. 


INEBRIETY. 


BRAND & CO., Limited, MAYFAIR, W. 
MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


An admirable Food of the 
Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 


M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 4 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 

Legal and Medical References. For terms and particulars 

apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 


LEGRAPHIC Appress: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” Finest quality and flavour. 








In Flasks, price 2/8. 








SOLD EVERYW HERE. 











EATHERALL & GREEN, 


Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers, and Land 
Agents, 22, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


(Telephone 555a, Holborn), 
will hold SALES by AUCTION, at the MART, on 
arch 14 June 20 Oct. 17 
April 18 July 4 Nov. 14 
May 16 July 18 Dee. 12 
June 6 


of LANDED and HOUSE PROPERTIES, Gr vund-Ren's, 
Reversions, &c. Messrs. Weathe all & Green undertake 
and advise on compensation and rating cases, aud yalgy 
tions for all purposes. 





—— 


Valuable Freehold Ground-Rent. with early reversion,—By 
rder of the Trustee. 
\ 7 EATHERALL & GREEN will SELL by 
AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, B¢ 
on MONDAY, MARCH 14, 1904, at TWO o’clock precisely. 
a FREEHOLD GROUND-RENT of £100 per annum 
secured upon Nos. 63, 65, 67, and 69, Endel!l-street, St. Giles. 
in-the-Fields, situate a few yards from Broad-street ang 
Shaftesbury-avenue, with reversion at Midsummer, 1917, to 
the rack rents, which amount at present to about £480 pe 
annum. 
Messrs. Perkins & Weston, Solicitors, 9, Gray’s-inn. 
square, W.C. Particulars of the Auctioneers, 22, Chaneery. 
lane, W.C. 


By Order of the Almoners of Christ’s Hospital. 

An absolutely unique and most important Freehold Build. 
ing Site, ocenoying a very commanding position in the 
best part of Shaftesbury-avenue (200 yards from Picea. 
dilly- circus and almost opposite the Trocadero), with a 
frontage thereto of about 147 feet, and further frontages on 
three sides to good and old-es‘ablished thoroughfares— 
viz., Wardour-street, Rupert-street, and Upper Rupert- 
street, and containing a total superficial area of about 
23,406 feet. 

\W EATHERALL & GREEN are instructed 

to LET by AUCTION, at the MART, near the 

Bank of England, on MONDAY, MARCA 14, 1904, at 

TWO o’ckck punctually, the above very valuable and 

importans FREEHOLD BUILDING SITE, 23,406 feet in 

area, unique in its character, and exceptioval from its 
situation, extent, and frontages, in the opportunity afforded 
for development for a theat:e cr music-hall, possessing all 
approaches necessary for the protection of the public, or for 
an hotel, restaurants, shops, business premises, or blocks of 

flats. The very important que tions of light (with which s 

many sites in commercial London are prejudicially fettered) 

are satisfactorily assured on all four sides of the area, and 
its development ensures practically a certainty for very 

profitable investment, unequalle1 at the present moment b 

any property in this important central locality. The siteis 

now occupied by houses, shops, and premises, known as % 
to 49 (odd numbers), Shaftesbury-avenue, 57 to 75 (odd 
numbers), Wardour-street, 25 to 31, Rupert-street, and 7 to 

11, Upper Rupert-street, Livery-yard, &c. 

Messrs. Beachcroft, Thompzon, & Co, Solicitors, No. 8, 
Theobalds-road, WC.; Messts. A. R. & F. Stenning, 
Architects and Surveyors, 121, Cannon-street, E.C. Par- 
ticulars, with plans and conditions of tenders, of Weatherall 
& Green, Auctioneers, 22, Chancery-lane 


SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1904, 
MESSRS 











COCO 


Nutritious and Economical. 


LIMITED. 





RIDGESCOOPER | 





| 


SOLICITORS’ DEED BOXES. 
LONDON MADE. BEST QUALITY. 


From 6/6 each. 


Mlustrated Catalogue free on application. 


191 & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, EC. S. FISHER, 188, Strand. | 


ACCIDENTS of am kinas. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, ACCIDENT & DISEASE (Small Pox, Scarlet Fever, | 
Typhoid, Diphtheria, Appendicitis, &c.), BURGLARY & FIDELITY INSURANCE. 
RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE CoO., 


Established 1849, Claims paid £4,600,000. 
64, CORNHILL, LONDON. A. VIAN, Seoretary. 








| 
| 


USSRS. 
EBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & 
BRIDGEWATER 


| beg to announce that their SALES for 1904 of ESTATES, 
| Investments, 
| Business Premises, Building Land, Ground-rents, Advow- 


Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, 
sons, Reversions, Stocks, Shares, and other Properties 
will be held at the AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse-yand, 
near the Bank of England, in the City of London, as 
follows :— 
Tuesday, February 16. 
Tuesday, February 23. 
Tuesday, March 1. 
‘tuesday, March 8. 
Tuesday , Merch 15. 
Tuesday, March 22. 
Tuesday, March 29. 
Tuesday, April 12. 
Tuesday, Apri! 19. 
Tuesday, April 26. 
‘Luesday, May 3. 
Tuesday, May 10. 
Tuesday, May 17. 
Tuesday. May 31. 
Thuraday, June 2. 
‘Tuesday, June 7. 
Thursday, June 9. 


Thursday, June 23. 
Tuesday, June 28. 
Thursday, June 30. 
Tuesday, July 5. 
Thuraday, July 7. 
Tuesday, July 12. 
Thursday, July 14. 
Tuesday, July 19. 
Thursday, July 21. 
Tuesday, July 26. 
Thursday, July 28. 
Tuesday, August 9. 
Tuesday, Octuber 11. 
Tuesday, October 18. 
Tuesday, October 25. 
Tuesday, November 8. 
Tuesday, November 15. 

Tuesday, June 14. Tuesday, November 29. 

Tuesday, June 21. Tuesday, December 6. 

By arrangement, Auttions can also be held on other 
days, in town or country. Messrs. Debenham, Tewson, 
Farmer, & Bridgewater undertake Sales and Valuations 





| for Probate and other purposes of Furniture, Pictures, 


Farming Stock, Timber, &c. 

DETAILED LISTS OF INVESTMENTS, Estates, 
Sporting Quarters, Residences, Shops, and Business Pre- 
mises to be Let or Sold by private contract are published on 
the 1st of each month, and can be obtained of Messrs. 
Debenham, Tewson, Farmer?& Bridgewater, Estate Agents, 
Surveyors, and Valuers, 80, Cheapside, London, E.C. 
Telephone No. 503 Bank. 


\ULLER, HORSEY,, SONS, & CASSELL, 
11, BILLITER SQUARE, LONDON, E.C 
Established 1807. 
AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, AND SURVEYORS 
OF 





MILLS AND MANUFACTORIES, 
PLANT AND MACHINERY, 
WHARVES AND WAREHOUSES. 
Telegraphic Address—‘ Futter, Horszy, Lonvoy.” 
Telephone No, 746 Avenvz. 
















































































Suits 
THE 

































































THE 





























































































resow wwoO 








